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THE PROTESTANT ROOT OF DEMOCRACY 
Editorial by W. STANLEY RYCROFT 


Protestantism is not an historical event only, something belonging to the 
past. It is an ongoing movement which, like democracy itself, has never been 
fully realized. 

The word ‘Protestant’ is not negative as many would suppose. It comes 
from “‘pro-testari” and therefore means one who witnesses for the truth that 
is in him, rather than repeats something that has been told him. Only the 
ignorant will restrict its meaning to that of an objector in a negative sense. 
At the time of Shakespeare, when English was perhaps at its best, the verb 
“to protest” meant “to make a solemn declaration of resolution or fact.” A 
Protestant is one who witnesses to the fundamental and experiential values in 
religion as over against secularization and the tendency to institutionalism. 
Dean Inge, the great English churchman, said that the function of Protestant- 
ism is “essentially to check the tendency to corruption and degradation which 
attacks every institutional religion.” 
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Strictly speaking, Protestantism did not begin in the sixteenth century. It 
appeared long before then. The prophets of old were the Protestants of their 
day for they protested against the emphasis on sacrifice and ritual by reaffirm- 
ing a vital and spiritual religion. ‘““Wherewith shall I come before the Lord 
and bow myself before the high God,” says Micah, “shall I come before Him 
with burnt offerings with calves of a year old? . . . and what doth the Lord 
require of thee, but to do justly and to love mercy and to walk humbly with 
thy God?” Dean Inge says that Jesus deliberately placed himself in the pro- 
phetic succession. “He lived as a prophet, taught as a prophet and died as 
a prophet. He was popularly known as ‘Jesus the Prophet of Nazareth in 
Galilee.’ But whereas the earlier prophets had aimed at moral and social 
reform, He, with full consciousness of what He was doing, made a revolution. 
He abolished at one stroke the whole principle of religious hierarchies.” If 
Jesus was a prophet, He was also a priest. But He gave new meaning to the 
concept of priesthood and this is basic to an understanding of the New Testa- 
ment. For every believer in salvation through Christ is a priest unto himself 
and every believer may be his own priest, offering up on a spiritual altar the 
sacrifice of a broken and a contrite heart. The priesthood of all believers, 
instituted by Christ, was rediscovered by Martin Luther, in the sixteenth cen- 
tury, and became the cornerstone of Protestantism. According to this con- 
ception, there are no priests in the Christian Church, but only pastors, and in 
this we have not only a Protestant principle, but also a basis for democracy, 
for while a pastor is set aside for ministering the Word of God to those 
entrusted to his care, yet, strictly speaking, he has no more rights and pre- 
rogatives than the man in the pew. Before God's throne of justice and love, all 
men are equal, prophets, priests, kings and other people. 

This doctrine, however, throws a great moral responsibility on the indi- 
vidual Christian for he becomes the manager of his own soul. In the days of 
the priestly rule men had priests deal with God for them, but under the new 
dispensation they must stand on their own feet and account to God directly 
for their conduct. Under a priestly or hierarchical rule the individual is told 
what to believe. His part is to acquiesce. Under the rule of love—as Saint 
Paul calls it—a man must use his own mind, and, by the light that lighteth 
every man that cometh into the world, seek to comprehend God’s will. 

When God made us “‘priests and kings unto God” He made possible a 
greater moral and spiritual growth on the part of the individual. Freedom 
from dogmatism and priestly rule means a corresponding responsibility for 
one’s actions. This liberty, which comes from accepting Christ and following 
Him, is, then, both the foundation of Protestant doctrine and the basis of 
modern freedom and democracy, and that is why the latter abound more 
in Protestant countries. 

Neither is it a mere coincidence that modern science developed together 
with historic Protestantism. For a corollary to the doctrine of the priesthood 
of all believers is that of the right of private interpretation, or free examina- 
tion, which is at the root of democracy and also is the basis for modern science. 


* * * 


———— 
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FATHER PARIS! AND OUR ECUMENICISTS 
Editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


On January 21, 1943 a radio talk was given to the Italian people from 
Vatican City by Father Giovanni Parisi, General Superior of the Third Regular 
Order. Father Parisi’s talk was entitled ‘“America’s Protestants and Communion 
with Saint Peter’s Chair.” Some of the things said in this talk are quite interest- 
ing. For instance: 


Tomorrow is consecrated to prayers for the conversion of the various Protestant 
denominations of America. The day is specially dedicated to the Protestants of 
North America. 


Whereas in the Protestant states of Europe the Reformation still holds sway with 
all its sad comsequences, in America every tie with the past is breaking and 
Protestantism approaches an open religious crisis in which souls are brought either 
to materialism or to Rome. 


According to the latest figures there are in America only 20 million Catholics. 
The remainder constitutes a mass without ideas and religious color, moving towards 
the negation of any principle of Christian civilization. The country of liberty and 
progress, of welfare and wealth, is suffering one of the most serious religious crises. 


Sympathy with Communist doctrines which, even among the intellectual classes, 
has been nurtured for years, had its roots in the spiritual disorientation of America. 
It seems impossible that people who are working and earning and are never hungry 
even when they are idle should have absorbed a doctrine which produces universal 
misery as its first effect. 


The American soul is thirsty for God and, being unable to find him, is led to 
atheism. Today in America there are several tendencies among Protestants, striving 
to unite various denominations in order to face the impending crisis. Its individual 
liberty was so much boasted as a product of Protestantism that the number of 
churches is now believed to be a symptom of religious decadence. 


Generous spirits promoted world conference, which are an open admission of the 
failure of Protestantism. Good Protestants are now invoking unity. In these 
numerous meetings, from that of Edinburgh to Oxford in 1937, difficulties ap- 
peared unsurpassable. But there can be no real and true unity otherwise than in 
the Catholic church, and in fact in the United States this providential movement 
is progressing which has brought so many souls to the Catholic church. 


Many Protestants have felt this crisis and the most generous among them have 
striven to bridge the gap between Protestantism and Rome and have succeeded in 
achieving the unity they wanted in the person of a successor of Peter. 


It is well sometimes for us to see ourselves as others see us. The remarks 
of Father Parisi may prove enlightening to some of our Protestant devotees of 
One Big Church. Their promotion of universal Christendom is here interpreted 
as “an open admission of the failure of Protestantism.” There is much to be 
said for this interpretation. 

There is much truth in the charge brought against Protestantism that its 
genius is a decentralizing genius. This, however, should be accepted as a com- 
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pliment rather than otherwise. Just as one school of art would stultify art, 
whereas a multitude of schools may prove an enriching influence on art, so a 
multitude of churches may mean an enrichment of religious insight. There is 
a tendency today among many, even liberals, to lust after the false grandeur of 
the monolithic organization. Organizations like the bark of a tree must be shed 
when they become obstructive. Bark which refuses to be shed must be scraped. 

Institutions are roads to experience. To improve an institution or to invent 
a better one is to shorten the road to experience. 

Prayer is an institution for praying, and praying is an experience. 

We Protestants are poked fun at because we split up institutions of prayer 
into myriads of sects, but Jesus would have us go even further for he said, 
“When you pray, go into a secret place where you can unseen commune with 
the Unseen.” His hearers were used to having someone pray for them and they 
insisted that he give them some words to go along with. They needed, you see, 
the road of words to walk on. So he gave them some rabbinic sentences, and 
it is worth noting carefully that the sentences he chose had to do with com- 
munal living. Individual prayer did not mean for him selfish prayer, but 
communal prayer. 


ALTER UND EHRLICH 


The artist Arthur Szyk when asked to sign a statement criticizing the Soviet 
Union for executing Alter and Ehrlich said, “Ich bin zu alt und zu ehrlich.” (I 
am too old and too honest.) Mr. Szyk is a liberal. Mr. Szyk had something to 
learn from recent history and in contrast with other liberals he learned it. One 
of the tragedies of our day is that liberals regulate their world view because of 
a let-down in the cozy picture of a Russian Utopia they had built for the com- 
fort of their own minds or by a remembered soreness in their relations with 
Communists. Because we liberals have been irked by Communists we should 
not on that account sell out the planet. 

Over a year ago the Soviet Union was doomed to death by Hitler and by 
the Allied military experts and by the Vatican and its fellow travelers of all 
faiths and by some so-called Socialists who even began to shed cold tears but 
inwardly rejoiced at the coming destruction of the creation of their old enemies. 

In the face of all this the Soviet Union saved itself and saved the lives and 
fortunes of these very people who now today once more rally their forces, work 
together in the day time and stay up all night together and plot and plan and 
intrigue to destroy that same power that saved them, namely, the Soviet Union. 

Liberal persons and papers are joining in the hue and cry along with these 
so-called Socialist persons and papers. That hue and cry recently centered 
around an objection to the punishment of enemies of the Soviet Union. 

It would be more appropriate to the future well-being of our world if a hue 
and cry should be raised in the Soviet Union with regards to the fact that 
in England today they are letting Fascists out of jail—Fascists who immediately 
begin their work of spreading anti-Semitism. 

It would be more appropriate if mass meetings should be held in Russia 
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demanding the imprisonment and punishment in this country of Father Charles 
Coughlin and Charles Lindbergh and many others in much higher places. 
It would be better I say if the Russians would raise a hue and cry not because 
we are punishing people but because we are not punishing people who should 
be punished. But the Russians haven't time. They are too busy fighting the war. 

It is with true Western hypocrisy that these anti-Soviet dreamers and 
planners project their anti-Sovietism on a background of sweet hymns of praise 
for the Red Army and of hallelujahs for Holy Mother Russia. 

The chief contention of those who protest against the punishment of these 
two men, Ehrlich and Alter, whom Dr. Reinhold Niebuhr calls “two heroic 
champions of democratic Socialism’ is that it is impossible to conceive that 
such men could betray the Russian war effort. This contention, however, is 
hardly tenable since these men were, as all other Social Democrats are, avowedly 
anti-Stalinist, which today means anti-Russian. 

Indeed the very fact that mass protest meetings are actually being held in 
America, whose only purpose can be to bring the Soviet Union into disrepute 
and thus to lower her post-war influence, surely indicates not only that Ehrlich 
and Alter might very well have committed the crimes charged against them 
but that those who arrange and project these mass meetings live in the very 
moral and political climate which produce such crimes. 

Dr. Niebuhr complains of Russia’s ‘‘refusal to give any plausible reason” 
for the execution of these men. What reason could be plausible for the execu- 
tion of “two heroic champions of democratic Socialism in the great Jewish 
trade union movement of Poland?” The whole contention is that these men 
simply couldn’t have done what they are charged with having done. The 
mention of their race and the stress which this irrelevant fact has been given 
in some of the mass meetings indirectly implies that the Soviet Union is anti- 
Semitic as well as indifferent to justice. 

The parochial and Hearst press is lapping up this anti-Soviet propaganda 
in large type and lurid headlines. It could have been foreseen by liberals able 
to transcend their prejudice in favor of the status guo of their own comfort 
and prestige, a prejudice which they rationalize in terms of liberal sentiments 
of benign bewilderment. 


APPEAL TO THE STATE 


Believing that the political framework of our freedom is in danger and 
aware than an unfree church, functioning for a foreign state, long habituated 
to power politics, is molding the present world struggle in the interests of its 
aggrandizement, we raise our voices in deep-felt protest. 

The democratic tradition established on this continent at great human sac- 
tifice may be swept away in the course of a few scarcely noticed conversations 
between representatives of democratic states and a foreign avowedly anti- 
democratic ecclesiastical state—conversations which may issue in what is known 
as a working understanding or concordat between these two politically in- 
compatible powers. 


6 THE PROTESTANT April-May 


We denounce the pretentious secrecy of these conversations. We see 
through the recently erected flimsy facades of liberalism on the part of a power 
whose long-nursed ambition is to destroy liberalism; we see through the mock 
gestures of mercy towards the Jewish victims of its own spiritual pride. We 
behold with shocked amazement the desperate effrontery with which this strange 
historical phenomenon, having silently approved the destruction of Guernica, 
Amsterdam, Warsaw, Coventry, suddenly becomes horrified at the coming 
destruction of Rome and Berlin; having silently approved the regimes which 
slaughtered and enslaved Europe now quickly dons the garb of the world’s 
Saviour from Fascism. 

Agents of the political church range the earth, crossing the lines of battle 
at will, carrying on a multitude of political conversations, served by the whole 
paraphernalia of press, radio, and film propaganda. 

Body and soul, we shall oppose any attempt under whatever sanctimonious 
formula to involve the free Western democratic states in any deal in which the 
Vatican State has part or place, either as principal or mediator. Nothing good 
can come of such dealing. Out of their own experience of the immediate past 
we are sure the people of Europe will agree to what we say here. The blood of 
Tyndale, Russ, Luther, Calvin, Knox, Roger Williams, the blood of the millions 
who have fought and died for spiritual liberty cries out with us against this 
prospective dealing with a spiritual monopoly. 

Protestants have too long extolled the Bill of Rights while doing nothing 
to prevent the “quiet” devaluation of the Bill of Rights. 

We very earnestly request the total abandonment of all attempts to recog- 
nize or to negotiate through or with the Vatican State. 


POLITICAL TREASON 


A film “Next of Kin” has been used in our army camps to stress the im- 
portance of silence in the services. It portrays an invasion of the French coast 
by a British force. Details of the invasion are “leaked” to the Germans from 
a soldier who “talks.” It is a remarkably good film: But there is one point in 
it which may be missed. The information is conveyed to the enemy through 
Spain. The spy simply boards a ship to a “neutral” port in Spain from which 
the Germans telephone direct to Berlin. The result is vividly shown in actual 
battle scenes of death and agony directly chargeable to “expedient” currying 
favor with the pawn of our enemy. 

Here is a military film’s unconscious comment upon blatant and murderous 
political treachery. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC ANTI-SOVIETISM 


By EDWARD FALKOWSKI 


—A former diplomatic attache of the Polish government in several consulates 


in European cities and a collaborator with the Polish government-in-exile 
in the United States comments, in the issue of May 1st of The Tablet, on 
the Soviet-Polish suspension of diplomatic relations, as follows: “The 
Polish government had every reason to suspect the Soviets of having 
committed the crime’ (of murdering 10,000 Polish officers)... “One 
step further in yielding to Russia and the European underground front 
might start cracking and upset all strategic plans of the democracies’... 
“If he (Stalin) wins in the Polish affair, he will know that he can proceed 
further. The stake is again the existence or non-existence of the democratic 
order.” These excerpts culled from the columns of the official publication 
of the Diocese of Brooklyn are additional evidence—if such evidence 
were needed—of the anti-Soviet policy of the Catholic Hierarchy in this 
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ae RECENT diplomatic break be- 
tween the Soviet government and 
the Polish government-in-exile, while 
charitably ascribed by some commen- 
tators to the “political naivete’”’ of the 
Poles in having swallowed Goebbels’ 
anti-Soviet propaganda hook, line and 
sinker, actually marks the culmination 
of long and untiring efforts of Polish 
national Fascists and the Polish Ro- 
man Catholic hierarchy to bring about 
the isolation of the Soviet Union and 
to lay the ground for its eventual 
destruction. 

It is no historical secret that prior 
to the outbreak of the war in 1939, 
the leaders of the Polish government 
in Warsaw had earnestly contemplat- 
ed a plan of joint Polish-Nazi mili- 
tary collaboration against the Soviets. 
Unexpected diplomatic reverses put a 
crimp into their plans but present 
signs indicate that they and their old 
Axis friends are on the verge of re- 
suming their old understanding. 

Abundant evidence in the published 
statements of former Polish govern- 
ment members now in the United 


States and in England shows that little 


love has been lost between them and 
the Soviets despite the phenomenal 
success of the Red Army in avenging 
the Nazi ravages in Poland. 
Anti-Soviet editorials and articles 
appearing in many leading Polish lan- 
guage newspapers in the United States 
read as if inspired from Berlin or Ma- 
drid. Radio furnishes the well-financed 
Polish Fascists another vehicle for 
their divisive propaganda. But the 
most potent ally of Polish anti-Soviet- 
ism is the Polish Roman Catholic 
church whose influence among the 
three and a half million Amétfican 
Poles in the United States can hardly 
be underestimated inasmuch.as_ the 
majority of Poles are fervent Catholics. 
Having completely lost influence in 
their native Poland where their con- 
niving policies resulted in war and 
disaster, former Polish ministers, of- 
ficials and members of the Polish aris- 
tocracy have in recent years shifted 
the scene of their activities to New 
York and London. They hope to con- 
solidate the support of our Polish 
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American population behind their anti- 
democratic policies. Above all, they 
seek to_ignite the political feelings of 
this segment of our population against 
the Soviet-Union: This is in line with 
the Franco-Vatican policy of which 
the Polish Roman Catholic church in 
the United States is one of the main- 
springs. 

Of course the average Polish priest 
in the Polish American community has 
stood in need of no special oppor- 
tunity to vilify and denounce the So- 
viets. He has congenitally considered 
every occasion opportune for the pub- 
lic disclosure of his anti-Soviet views. 

He welcomes the fresh opportun- 
ities now thrown him by the unex- 
pected turn of events for the further 
kindling of his rhetorical wrath against 
the Soviets. 

Before the Polish-Soviet border dis- 
pute assumed its present importance 
the Polish Catholic priests for the most 
part clung to a militant anti-Sovietism 
that had driven them to embrace Fran- 
co as a saviour of Christianity and to 
regard Pétain as the forerunner of a 
new Christian Order. 

According to them it was the Soviet 
invasion of Poland in 1939—the now 
famous “‘stab in the back’”’—which was 
primarily responsible for the defeat of 
Poland’s armies by the Nazis. The 
Soviets were consistently depicted be- 
fore American Poles as the villains of 
the piece with the Nazis apparently 
playing but a secondary role in the 
attack on Poland. 

Prior to that they rejoiced at the 
defeat of the Republic in Spain, ap- 
plauded the Fascistic government of 
Beck and Pilsudski in Poland, approv- 
ed the dismemberment of Czechoslo- 
vakia and defended the Munich Pact. 
The collapse of the Republic of 

' France was seen by them as a prelude 
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to a New Christian Order in Europe. 

The ability of the Soviet Union to 
withstand the shocks of Nazi military 
blows and to fail to crumple up after 
the pattern of so many lesser govern- 
ments has caused general dismay 
among them and some misgivings 
about the future. 

Hence it is to assure the eventual 
destruction of the Soviets that their 
Berlin-Rome-Vatican inspired efforts 
are at present being directed. 

The Polish American Catholic cler- 
gy have been strongly influenced by the 
hierarchy of Poland where the church 
enjoys a dominant position in social 
and political affairs. There its vast 
landed interests, its wealth and arro- 
gance and its sublime contempt for the 
welfare of the common man made it 
comparable to the position of the 
Church in Spain or in some of the 
more feudal South American coun- 
tries. 

In Poland the Catholic church had 
for years directed all the powers of its 
propaganda in attacking the Soviets, 
a Leitmotif reiterated by the Polish 
priesthood in the United States. 

The arrival here recently of Bishop 
Josef Gawlina, general chaplain to the 
Polish armies and head of Catholic 
Action in Poland, has given fresh im- 
petus to these anti-Soviet activities of 
the Polish Roman Catholic clergy. 

Bishop Gawlina came ostensibly to 
reveal the facts about the status of 
Polish refugees in the Soviet Union. 
In one of his first reports he told how 
“fully 400,000 of the 1,000,000 Polish 
children transported to Russia in 1939- 
40 have perished from hunger and ex- 
posure.” 

The implication was clear. The 
Soviet authorities were shown to be 
anti-humanitarian barbarians and 
brutes. The plight of the Polish chil- 
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dren was due not to the general hor- 
rors of war but to deliberate policy. 

Not one word was said in the Bish- 
op’s report about the sufferings of 
Soviet children, or the struggle of Po- 
lish patriots for the liberation of their 
homeland from the Nazis or the suf- 
ferings of Poles in Nazi-occupied ter- 
ritory. 

The Bishop’s atrocity stories began 
to appear in the press and inspired a 
special statement from the National 
Catholic Welfare Conference. In po- 
litical timing they coincided with the 
news of the Soviet-Polish border dis- 
pute and the peace offensive emanat- 
ing from Madrid via the Vatican. 

Bishop Gawlina had once helped 
organize Catholic Action movements 
in Austria, Germany, Italy and France. 
Everywhere these movements gave un- 
stinted cooperation to reactionary 
causes. Catholic Action contributed 
substantially to the political disintegra- 
tion of France and, before that, of 
Austria. 

An ardent supporter of Franco, a 
a passionate anti-Semite, Bishop Gaw- 
lina at present is visiting the larger 
centers of Polish population with his 
message of anti-Soviet hatred. 

School children in Polish American 
parochial schools have been inspired 
by him to flood the White House with 
letters urging the President to “rescue” 
the Polish refugee children from their 
Soviet captors. Some of these letters 
have appeared in the daily Polish lan- 
guage press. Needless to say they re- 
veal the touch of a hand deft in the 
political vernacular of the Vatican and 
of the Polish Fascists. 

No less zealous than the chaplain 
in his spiritual dedication to the cause 
of Franco and Pétain and in his ex- 
pansive hatred of the Soviets is the 
Polish American Bishop Josef Woz- 
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nicki of Detroit. Recently he de- 
nounced Russian War Relief as an 
“episcopalian movement’’ designed to 
protestanize Poland after the war. He 
is at present raising a fund of fifteen 
million dollars for the avowed pur- 
pose of helping rebuild post-war Po- 
land—a fund which probably will be 
useful in subsidizing the anti-Soviet 
campaign now going full blast among 
the American Poles. 

The political views of these digni- 
taries are re-echoed by the countless 
lesser priests and find expression in 
hundreds of parochial newspapers. 

The leading organs of the Polish 
clerical reactionaries in the United 
States are the Dziennik Chicagoski, 
published by the Resurrectionist Fa- 
thers in Chicago and the Nowiny 


“Polskie, organ of the Order of Fran- 


ciscans, in Milwaukee. Both are daily 
newspapers in the Polish language 
and circulate to the tune of around 
20,000. But their influence extends 
far beyond. 

From its inception the Dziennik 
Chicagoski had defined its mission as 
the preservation of Catholic influence 
in the Polish New World community. 
It has ambitiously served every cause 
of reaction. Before the war it ranged 
its sympathies on the side of Franco 
in Spain and defended the Beck-Pil- 
sudski policy of Polish-Nazi collabo- 
ration against the Soviet Union. It 
has been unbridled in its expressions of 
hostility toward Soviet Russia, deplor- 
ing the policy of the United Nations 
in recognizing the USSR as a full- 
fledged ally. 

At the same time it gives frequent 
expressions to dreams of an imperial- 
ist post-war Poland territorially bloat- 
ed at the expense of its neighbors. 

“We must remind everybody that 
Poland is not too small a nation to 
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play a leading role in Eastern Europe 
and to defend other Eastern European 
peoples against aggression from the 
East as from the West,” it observed 
editorially in its issue of March 6. 

Recently its Resurrectionist editors 
lamented that “democracy is prepar- 
ing the ground for Communism.” 

Nowiny Polskie hammers the same 
political rivet as Dziennik Chicagoski. 

Father Josef L. Betlinski, Nowiny 
Polskie’s star contributor, in its issue 
of March 3 declared: “It is evident 
the Germans sooner or later shall lose 
the war. We may be certain the armies 
of the United Nations will finally 
liquidate the Prussian hydra. Hence, 
we need not expend our energy in that 
direction. Rather should we now di- 
rect our blade at Russia.” 

Concluding, he writes, “Let us call 
upon the government to fight Com- 
munism,’ — a refrain which echoes 
through all his writings. 

In the opinion of Nowiny Polskie’s 
ecclesiastical editors Europe must 
choose between Germany and Russia. 
Hence the vehemence of its attacks on 
Russia; its comparative moderation to- 
ward Germany. 

In the columns of this paper Walter 
Lippmann is described as a “Commu- 
nist” and The Chicago Sun is te- 
peatedly listed as “red.” Eduard Benes, 
head of the Czechoslovakian govern- 
ment in London is invariably called 
“Comrade Benes.” 

Its main bogey is Soviet Russia and 
all those who sympathize with it. 

“Bolshevik Russia is not only aiming 
to enlarge her borders to the West but 
to the East as well—at China’s ex- 
pense,” opine the editors in the issue 
of March 26. “After China shall have 
ended her war with Japan she will be 
obliged to wage war against Soviet 
Russia. China can be saved from a 
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war with Russia only through a demo- 
cratic revolution within the Soviet 
Union and the falling to pieces of 
Russia.” 

On April 7 this paper editorially 
attacked any thought of future Soviet- 
American understanding. “Honest but 
shallow-minded Americans have been 
sickened lately by the far-fetched ef- 
forts at friendship between the U.S.A. 
and the USSR,” it complained. 

Father Betlinski is one of the stout- 
est upholders of the policies of the 
Polish Fascists—namely, to turn the 
present anti-Axis war into a war 
against the Soviets and to bring about 
the ultimate dismemberment of the 
Soviet Union. 

While these two dailies provide the 
main rhetorical thunder for the Polish 
anti-Soviet campaign in this country, 
a host of lesser papers provide the 
sniping and the small arms fire. 

The anti-labor Przewodnik Kato- 
licki of New Britain, Conn., edited 
by Rev. Bojnowski lacks no vigor in 
its anti-Soviet spleen. The Dziennik 
dla W szystkich of Buffalo, editorially 
controlled by Polish clergy, suffers no 
inhibitions in its anti-Soviet invective. 
The Pittsburgczanin of Pittsburgh fol- 
lows the same line as the rest. Its 
columnist, Father Iciek, urges that the 
Soviets and the Nazis be encouraged 
to exterminate each other thereby pav- 
ing the way for a New Christian Or- 
der in Europe. 

On the radio the leading Polish 
Catholic voice of reaction is that of 
Father Justyn of Buffalo. In civilian 
life he is the Rev. Figas. 

Regularly on Sunday afternoon from 
five to six he addresses thousands of 
Polish listeners over a network of 
20 stations extending from the hard- 
coal regions of Pennsylvania to the 
deep Midwest, on what is known as 
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the radio hour of the Holy Rosary. 
| The program period consists usually 
of a brief sermon on some alarming 
aspect of contemporary morals fol- 
lowed by answers to questions from his 
radio audience. This latter part of 
the program allows him to roam at 
will over an unrestricted variety of 
subject-matter. 

To Father Justyn the Soviet govern- 
ment consists exclusively of ‘bandits, 
robbers and murderers.” He recently 
denounced the famous Polish author 
Wanda Wasilewska, who has elected 
to remain in exile in Soviet Russia as 
a “renegade” and a “snake.” He has 
passionately defended the policy of 
Franco in Spain. 

It is on the subject of the USSR 
that his eloquent hatred for all things 
progressive reaches its height. During 
the past six or seven years he has at- 
tempted to inspire his listeners to a 
flaming zeal to work for the destruc- 
tion of the Soviets. 

The net results-of this propaganda 
have been to confuse, bewilder and 
frustrate the average Polish American 
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citizen sincerely interested in promot- 
ing the national war effort. Progres- 
sive-minded Poles are obliged to take 
time out from their war duties to coun- 
teract this stream of pernicious pro- 
Axis propaganda. 

Many ate wondering whether the 
State Department is encouraging this 
subversive activity designed to drive 
asunder the unity of the anti-Axis 
front. 

If so, what may be the consequence 
of centering the attention of millions 
of Americans on Old World prob- 
lems and feuds? The hazard of such 
a course to our war effort needs hardly 
be pointed out. 

On the other hand the Polish Ro- 
man Catholic church and the Fascist- 
isolationist forces in this country will 
strive to make most of the difficult 
Polish-Soviet situation for their own 
ends. They will seek by every means 
to kindle the political passions of mil- 
lions of Polish Americans against the 
Soviets, thereby neutralizing their re- 
cently acquired admiration for the 
strength and valor of Soviet arms. 


—The Russian-Polish boundaries are barely 20 years old, and as can be 
shown, they owe their origin to force and the ruthless exploitation of a 
given world situation which was helpless in fighting a satisfactory settle- 


ment of the problem. 


OLAND TODAY is the victim of 

a terrible foreign exploitation. The 
conquering Germans aim at the com- 
plete annihilation of the Polish peo- 
ple themselves, and this process can 
be halted only with the aid of the 
Russian armies. And still the Polish 
government-in-exile, despite the fact 
that not an inch of Polish soil is under 
its sovereignty at present, stands ready 


to face Russia in a warlike spirit, rath- 
er than make any concessions involv- 
ing its Eastern boundaries. 

It is true that previous to 1772, 
before Poland was dismembered by 
the neighboring powers, the nation 
commanded a larger territory than its 
boundaries of only yesterday. But a 
hundred and fifty years have come and 
gone since then, and in the interim 
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the world has passed through changes. 
Who today takes the Spanish day 
dreams of the return of South Ameri- 
ca into serious consideration? Or per- 
haps a Mexican demand for the re- 
turn of Texas? 

During the first World War Poland 
fought on both isdes of the belligerent 
powers. Polish Galicia and Posen 
fought with the Austro-Germans 
against the Russians, while the Russian 
forces were augmented by Polish regi- 
ments fighting against the Central 
Powers. No matter which side won, 
it could be counted upon that the 
Polish territory occupied by either 
enemy would belong to the victor, who 
would incorporate it into his state 
proper. But a miracle intervened. The 
fronts of both belligerents collapsed— 
first the Russian front, and then that 
of the Central Powers. The Polish 
eagle, suddenly freed of its chains, 
soared high above the clouds. 

Determining the boundaries of 
awakened Poland posed such serious 
problems at the Peace Conference that 
it was finally forced to conclude the 
Versailles Treaty leaving the question 
of the boundaries unsolved, and mere- 
ly introducing as the eighty-seventh 
clause the following: “The frontiers 
of Poland, which are not specified by 
the present treaty, will be finally 
settled by the principal allied and as- 
sociated powers.” 

On December 2, 1919, the Supreme 
Council of the Peace Conference came 
to an agreement on a temporary East- 
ern boundary, the so-called Curzon 
Line. This boundary line ran for ap- 
proximately fifty miles East from War- 
saw, following the curve of the Bug 
River, almost exactly in keeping with 
the ethnical frontiers beyond which 
Ukrainians and White Russians re- 
sided in overwhelming majorities. 
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The other interested parties in Po- 
land’s Eastern boundaries were the 
Russians. The de tacto government of 
the Russian people, the Bolshevik re- 
gime, was not represented at the con- 
ference. In their stead, different 
groups of Russian emigrés were called 
upon to speak on the theory that they 
represented the future Russian gov- 
ernment. 

There was a serious divergence in 
views among the powers at the Peace 
Conference concerning the role of 
Poland in the Europe of the future, 
although they were in complete agree- 
ment as to the undesirability of a 
bolshevized Russia. The French want- 
ed the creation of a powerful Poland 
standing as a buffer between the So- 
viets and the beaten but not complete- 
ly neutralized German militarism, 
with the paramount aim of preventing 
at all costs a possible rapprochement 
of these two countries. The British, 
however, had no intention of handing 
over the whole of Europe to a military 
bloc under French hegemony and as a 
result opposed the artificial aggran- 
dizement of Poland. They also op- 
posed it on the grounds (and in this 
they were backed by the Americans) 
that the future peace of the world was 
threatened by the incorporation of too 
many foreign national minorities un- 
der Polish rule. 

Ever since 1918 the Poles had been 
waging unceasing guerilla) warfare 
against the Ukrainians who attempted 
to consolidate their power over the 
territory in dispute. The Supreme 
Council constantly warned the Poles 
not to overstep the Curzon Line and 
to leave Eastern Galicia in the posses- 
sion of the Ukrainians. Nevertheless 
Joseph Pilsudski, the leader of the 
Poles, paid no heed to these warnings, 
especially since the French egged him 
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to keep up military operations. 

In March, 1919, a Soviet Govern- 
ment came to power in Hungary as 
well. It furnished an excellent oppor- 
tunity for Marshal Pilsudski to offer 
his services in the interests of a ‘“‘cor- 
don sanitaire’ between the bolshevik 
Magyars and Red Ukrainians. The 
offer appeared the more enticing as in 
the meantime Pilsudski had thoroughly 
beaten the Ukrainian partisans. 

The Supreme Council acknowledged 
Pilsudski’s merits, and, convinced by 
his arguments, on June 25, 1919, gave 
him permission to occupy Eastern Ga- 
licia “temporarily.” For a period of 
twenty-five years Poland was to tule 
the territory in question; at the end 
of that time a plebiscite would deter- 
mine its further course. 

The French opposed this proposal, 
while the Poles flatly rejected it. In 
the Ukraine the situation was ripening 
in line with Poland’s interests. The 
Ukrainian counter-revolutionary gen- 
eral, Petlura, began to win important 
victories in the anti-bolshevik cam- 
paigns, which were viewed by the 
Poles with crossed arms albeit with 
mixed feelings. They rejoiced that 
Petlura was slashing at the bolsheviks, 
but did not rejoice at the possibility of 
a powerful Ukraine emerging from the 
struggle. Towards the end of 1919, 
however, the lucky star of the Ukrain- 
ian counter-revolution was on the 
wane. Petlura was forced to turn to 
the Poles for help and in exchange 
surrendered all claims to Eastern Ga- 
licia in favor of the Poles. 

The Polish issue, therefore, unrav- 
elled as beautifully as a fairy tale. Pil- 
sudski and his generals began to be- 
lieve that this was a manifestation of 
the special favor of the Lord and that 
the twentieth century would go down 
in history as the golden age of the 
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Poles. Suddenly grandiose programs 
began to spring to life. White Russia, 
the Ukraine, Lithuania, as autonomous 
states, perhaps even the remaining 
Baltic states would ally themselves 
into a closed “federation” under the 
hegemony and protection of a power- 
ful Poland. 

No wonder that, blinded by these 
glittering perspectives, Pilsudski re- 
fused to enter into discussion with the 
Soviet government, which since 1919 
had made constant attempts to come to 
an understanding on the question of 
the frontiers. Finally he demanded 
that the Russians recognize the pro- 
posed “federation” and the Polish 
frontiers of 1772. Such an offer could 
mean only one thing: that the Poles 


_wanted to provoke a fight with the 


Russians over the issue. Barely a month 
later, on April 26, 1920, Marshal Pil- 
sudski invaded Russia. 

The armed adventure proved pre- 
mature. The Red Armies speedily 
knocked out Pilsudski’s hosts. 

Lloyd George refused even to listen 
to any pleas for help until the Poles 
withdrew behind the Curzon Line. 
Only the French were willing to make 
every sacrifice in the interests of check- 
mating the bolsheviks. 

Meanwhile the bolsheviks com- 
mitted a serious psychological error. 
Elated by the unprecedented victory, 
they demanded the total disarmament 
of Poland and the transformation of 
her government into a soviet of work- 
ers’ and soldiers’ deputies. 

The French sent a military commis- 
sion to Warsaw, headed by General 
Weygand. Whereupon the Polish 
armies soon embarked on a counter- 
attack and the Russians received a de- 
cisive defeat on the banks of the Vis- 
tula. 

The Polish-Russian War lasted for 
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five and a half months. It was not 
especially sanguinary, but to the civil- 
ian population it caused serious dam- 
age that the Polish government was 
unable to restore in twenty years. On 
October 12, 1920, the armistice was 
declared. The Treaty of Peace was 
signed on March 18, 1921, at Riga. 
The Russians made great concessions 
on territorial questions, as they had 
been forced to do previously at Brest- 
Litovsk to the Germans. 

And so the Eastern boundaries of 
Poland came into being. 

The English, however, did not want 
to recognize the Polish-Russian Treaty 
of Peace, holding that it predetermined 
the as yet unformed decision of the 
Peace Conference. Even the French 
were unwilling to acknowledge the 
Treaty of Riga, as they did not want 
to accept as authentic any treaty signed 
by the bolsheviks. Whereupon Pil- 
sudski made the first post-war military 
alliance simultaneously with France 
and Rumania, partly to pull the props 
from under the French, and partly to 
be able to exhibit a strong anti-bol- 
shevik front to the grumbling West- 
ern powers. 

Meanwhile the Peace Conference 
was dissolved without legally solving 
the Polish boundaries. But Pilsudski 
would not be swerved. The Polish 
administration hastened to occupy the 
regions they succeeded in wresting 
from the Russians. And the fait ac- 
compli bore fruit. The great powers 
finally realized that the question of 
legality could no longer hold up 
settling of the disputed problem. On 
March 15, 1923, the Conference of 
Ambassadors recognized the Polish- 
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Russian boundaries as specified by the 
Treaty of Riga. 

These boundaries remained station- 
ary for twenty years, until 1939, when 
the Polish armies collapsed under the 
weight of the German attack and the 
Red Army overstepped the frontiers, 
sweeping all the way to the Bug and 
San rivers, almost completely envelop- 
ing the Curzon Line. 

The disputed territories are inhab- 
ited mainly by White Russians and 
Ukrainians, although the bigger cities 
are steeped in Polish historical and 
cultural traditions. This is due to the 
fact that the Poles are the landowners 
and form the ruling strata of the popu- 
lation, while the Ukrainians and White 
Russians comprise peasants whose 
Greek-Orthodox religion sharply di- 
vides them from the Roman Catholic 
Poles. 

The artificially fostered ambitions 
to become a great power imposed an 
almost unbearable burden on the Po- 
lish state and its people. Military ex- 
penditures swallowed the greater part 
of the national budget, preventing the 
reconstruction of the country and its 
further development. The fact that 
Poland was forced to dominate both 
politically and economically over huge 
foreign national groups within its own 
borders prevented the formation of a 
healthy economic and political bal- 
ance and the development of a demo- 
cratic government. 

But the lessons of history are still 
not enough for the Polish nationalists. 
To this day they are determined to 
enact a greater role than their capabil- 
ities warrant. In fact they still dream 
of a Polish imperialism. 
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N APRIL 26th Walter Winchell 
published the following item in 
his syndicated newspaper column: 

“Insiders insist that a Nazi big-gun 
from the German Foreign Office was 
in the U. S. for six weeks under a 
safe-conduct visa—to discuss matters 
with the State Department. His initials 
DTOMACAN, cl sesi acne 

True enough, Winchell loves sen- 
sational stories which at first glance 
sound too fantastic to be true. But 
during the last years there has been 
hardly a single slip-up on his part, 
and certainly not with regard to in- 
formation in the field of politics. 
Hence there is every reason to assume 
that his item about the Washington 
trip of the Nazi big-gun contains a 
kernel of truth, in fact, enough truth 
to prevent those who know the whole 
story from denying it altogether. 

I do not know the source of Mr. 
Winchell’s item, but I have more than 
a hunch as to which Nazi official he 
may be referring to. And I can con- 
firm that this official, who holds a very 
responsible position in the German 
Foreign Office, did try to approach 
Washington exactly a year ago, 
through the intervention of a Swiss 
industrialist. 

Not only every former German 
journalist now living in this country, 
like myself, has known this man, but 
most of the American correspondents 
who were ever stationed in Berlin 
must also have been in constant touch 
with him. His name is A. von Twar- 
dowski, and he is an old member of 
the permanent staff of the Foreign 
Office in Berlin. Long before Hitler 
came to power Twardowski worked 
with the press section and presided 


over the daily conferences with repre- 
sentatives of the German and foreign 
press. Because of his extraordinary 
ability and knowledge the Hitler re- 
gime not only took him over but made 
him chief of the press service of the 
Foreign Office. Since the outbreak of 
the war his official responsibilities 
were further augmented. He was made 
a member of the economic division 
and thus, both officially and unof- 
ficially, was, and still is, in contact 
with “big business” all over the world, 
especially in the neutral countries. 
Before and after 1933 Twardowski 
was for several years a member of the 
German embassy at Moscow in order 


to acquire first-hand knowledge of 


Russian affairs. 

Since I left Berlin in March, 1933, 
I can only say that up to that time 
Legationsrat von Twardowski was an 
amiable character, and certainly not 
a, Nazi. Like the majority of the For- 
eign Office staff, he was a rather mod- 
erate conservative. By now he may 
have adopted a more violently nation- 
alistic attitude, but I do not believe 
that he ever became a member of the 
Nazi party, or a Nazi at heart. He 
was—and doubtless still is—a Pan- 
German in his outlook; one of those 
numerous people who thought that 
Hitler might lead Germany to “glory 
and happiness,” and who realize today 
that her second bid for world domina- 
tion will fail again. Today, therefore, 
their main interest is to save them- 
selves from a catastrophe which, un- 
like the debacle of 1918, might swal- 
low them too. 

This fear of a dark future conjured 
up through the failure of the “‘in- 
fallible” Fuehrer might have prompted 
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a man like Twardowski to get in touch 
with the above-mentioned Swiss in- 
dustrialist as early as the Spring of 
1942. This gentleman, who played an 
important role in commerce between 
Switzerland and Germany, frequently 
came to Berlin for business with Nazi 
officials. In the Spring of 1942 he 
had conversations with Twardowski, 
whom he had known for years. After 
that he went back to Zurich for a 
few days, from there to Lisbon, where 
he took the clipper for New York 
on his way to Washington. 

Before communicating with the 
American authorities in Washington 
he circulated a memorandum to some 
of his European friends in this coun- 
try, mostly journalists. Hence I had 
an opportunity to read this memoran- 
dum, although I never met the enter- 
prising Swiss industrialist in person. 

The memorandum contained the 
gist of the conversations between the 
industrialist and Twardowski early in 
1942. It was a document unique in 
many respects. Though a high official 
in the German Foreign Office, Twar- 
dowski was far more pessimistic in 
his opinions than any other German 
source up to that time. He declared 
without much ado that all responsible 
persons in Germany considered the 
military situation as hopeless. The 
resistance of the Russians had not 
been expected; this resistance would 
now grow from day to day. This fact, 
together with America’s entry into the 
war, unavoidably sealed Hitler’s de- 
feat. 

In order to illustrate his point Twar- 
dowski quoted a number of appalling 
examples concerning the rapidly de- 
teriorating morale of the civilian popu- 
lation and the army: desertions, re- 
sistance against the authorities, a 
steady decline of the Nazi party. How- 
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ever: what Twardowski was most up- 
set about was the fact that in view of 
the Russain threat the German popula- 
tion was influenced by two contradic- 
tory trends: on the one hand the fear 
was increasing that a victorious Russia 
might bolshevize all of Germany and 
create in Europe a chaos that even the 
English or Americans would be unable 
to master. And on the other hand, 
because of the military successes of 
the Russians, pro-Russian sentiment 
was growing. This sentiment, accord- 
ing to Twardowski, was not limited 
to former Communists or the workers, 
but reached deep into the circles of 
high society and the officers’ corps. 

Twardowski came to the follow- 
ing conclusion: the German elite is 
through with Hitler. But in order to 
avoid chaos, something would have to 
be done to avoid “chaos.” 

This document the Swiss industrial- 
ist submitted to the authorities in 
Washington. Whether he supple- 
mented it with additional data I do 
not know. I heard nothing more about 
him or his mission till I read Win- 
chell’s reference to A. Von Twar- 
dowski. 

This document, despite its over- 
pessimistic tone, had all the earmarks 
of authenticity, since it reflected the 
feelings of conservatives like Twar- 
dowski at a time when it had become 
clear that Hitler was unable to smash 
the Russians and to appease the Ameri- 
cans. It is quite possible, therefore, 
that Twardowski, though he may not 
actually have been in Washington and 
spoken to the officials of the State 
Department (as the Winchell item im- 
plies), got in touch with represent- 
atives of the Allied powers (either 
with or without Hitler’s permission). 
Several weeks ago neutral sources as- 
serted that a vast conspiracy against 
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Hitler had been discovered in the For- 
eign Office and that several high of- 
ficials were shot for high treason. 
Among those reported to have been 
“liquidated” the name of Twardowski 
was not listed, but the neutral sources 
did not enumerate the names of all 
the persons involved in the alleged 
plot. 

Whether Twardowski is merely a 
Hitler agent or genuinely fed up with 
the Nazi regime, whether he is still 
in. office or already “liquidated,” the 
fact remains that he represents that 
German elite with which the democ- 
racies should not do business any more 
than with any full-fledged member of 
the Hitler gang. This “elite” is com- 
posed of former conservatives and 
nationalists who still hold important 
official positions in the Third Reich 
(mainly in the diplomatic service) ; 
of representatives of big business and 
high finance; and, last but not least, 
of an impressive number of high-rank- 
ing officers who never favored Hit- 
ler’s strategic “intuitions.” 

This “‘elite,’—even though some of 
its members are seemingly in opposi- 
tion to the Fuehrer—must be defeated 
and eliminated if there is to be any 
possibility of a lasting peace and a 
new and better Germany. Many of 
these gentlemen would like to play 
the role of a Darlan so as to be en- 
trusted with the political or economic 
leadership in Germany after the col- 
lapse or military defeat of the Nazi 
regime. They would like to perpetu- 
ate Hitlerism, though in a somewhat 
modified form, and without Hitler. 
They are eager to sell the idea that 
they, even better than the irrespon- 
sible and “‘too radical” Nazis, are fully 
equipped and prepared to build the 
cordon sanitaire against the menace 
of the spread of Bolshevism. 


ENTER THE GERMAN DARLANS 7 


The case of Twardowski is not the 
only proof that the prospective Dar- 
lans in Germany have become fever- 
ishly active. There is the even mote re- 
vealing case of Fritz Thyssen, the great 
steel magnate, the man who made and 
financed Hitler. His story is a most 
perfect example of the credulity of a 
world which still is unfamiliar with 
the tactics of German imperialism. 

It is not so long ago that Thyssen’s 
memoirs were published in this coun- 
try (“I Paid Hitler”) and created a 
sensation. Thyssen was said to have 
dictated them to a journalist who had 
rescued the manuscript from France. 
All the world was amazed at Thys- 
sen’s revelations, in which he candidly 
confessed the error of his life—that 
is, the error of having supported Hit- 
ler for so many years. 

In order to understand how tre- 
mendous a hoax these memoirs are 
one must know that it is an old tra- 
dition of the Thyssen family to double- 
cross every one if it suits their own 
purposes. 

In the Winter of 1916-17 August 
Thyssen, father of Fritz Thyssen, went 
to Switzerland. Shortly afterwards a 
pamphlet, allegedly written by August 
Thyssen, and containing the most vio- 
lent accusations against the Kaiser and 
the German government began to cit- 
culate in neutral countries, England 
and the United States. As early as 
1912, the pamphlet revealed, Kaiser 
Wilhelm II had submitted his war 
plans to a group of German industrial- 
ists and had asked them for full finan- 
cial and economic support. In return 
he promised them unlimited oppor- 
tunities for expansion all over the 
world after the war. But, Thyssen’s 
pamphlet went on, instead of keeping 
its promises of a short war, the gov- 
ernment not only was headed for a 
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military defeat but was cheating the 
industrialists by compelling them to 
subscribe huge sums to war loans. 
After Thyssen refused to pay, the gov- 
ernment cancelled his war contracts 
and his enterprises were placed under 
state control. Therefore his plea was: 
down with Wilhelm’s dictatorship! 
In the last pages of his pamphlet 
Thyssen implored the world to under- 
stand before it was too late that the 
Kaiser was a ‘scoundrel and criminal,” 
and he urged his German colleagues 
to refuse, as he had done, any further 
assistance to the Berlin government 
in its prosecution of a hopeless war. 

This was in 1917. The pamphlet 
can be found in the New York Public 
Library. Whether it was faked or 
not is beside the point. The fact is 
that August Thyssen, on his return 
from his trip to Switzerland, continued 
his life and his business activities in 
Germany completely unmolested. 

Now compare this story with the 
adventures of his son, who at the be- 
ginning of this war went to Switzer- 
land as a ‘‘fugitive from Hitler,” from 
there to Holland and Belgium “for 
private business,” and finally landed 
in Paris. There he had a number of 
secret meetings with French officials 
and industrialists, mainly members of 
the French steel trust. He was in touch 
with Laval, Bonnet, Flandin and Pu- 
cheu. When the German army entered 
Paris, Thyssen was living in the south 
of France, peacefully dictating his 
memoirs. A year later he was “cap- 
tured’”” by the Gestapo and the man 
who published his memoirs said he 
could do so without risk to the author 
since there could be little doubt that 
Thyssen had been murdered by the 
enraged Hitler in some German con- 
centration camp. 

It so happens that Fritz Thyssen, 
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in spite of having vilified the Nazi 
regime, is not only alive but lives very 
comfortably and in full liberty in Ger- 
many. His health is excellent, and so 
is his humor and his connections with 
the Cologne banker von Schroeder 
(who became the trustee of the “con- 
fiscated”” Thyssen works in Germany) 
are most cordial. 

But there is more to the strange 
tribulations of Thyssen. A few weeks 
ago several Swedish newspapers pub- 
lished stories by their Berlin corres- 
pondents that Thyssen was again 
active. Although supposedly under 
the custody of the Gestapo in a Berlin 
hotel, “certain circles” were preparing 
to use him for special purposes. These 
special purposes consisted in getting 
in touch with his former political, 
financial and economic acquaintances 
all over the world, in the neutral coun- 
tries as well as in the United States 
of America. 

The Swedish papers did not elabo- 
rate, but one can easily guess for 
which role Fritz Thyssen has been 
picked either by Hitler himself or by 
“certain circles’ which, since the 
Stalingrad defeat and other unpleas- 
ant developments, have little faith in 
Hitler’s future. 

Thyssen has always promoted a 
Franco-German economic alliance, 
based mainly on the German coal 
mines in the Rhineland and West- 
phalia and the French ore mines in 
Alsace-Lorraine and North Africa. 
His personal connections with Ameri- 
can steel magnates are well known. 
In May, 1940, he told interviewers in 
Paris that he had just been invited to 
attend the annual meeting of the 
American steel industrialists. His per- 
sonal and business contacts and con- 
nections with South America, especial- 
ly Argentina, are even closer. 
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Simultaneously with the news con- 
cerning Thyssen the Swedish press 
published some information about Dr. 
Hyjalmar Schacht. The last time we 
heard from him was at the end of 
1942. It was said that Hitler had 
taken him completely into his con- 
fidence and requested him to make a 
report on the possible effect of the 
outcome of the war on the Nazi 
regime. 

Now we are informed that Schacht 
has “definitively” fallen into disgrace 
and has taken up residence in Switzer- 
land or Tyrol. Switzerland seems 
more likely, because Schacht is an old 
admirer of the Swiss mountains. In- 
cidentally, the Bank for International 
Settlements is in Basle, surrounded by 
a picturesque landscape. Schacht and 
this bank are inseparable. He likes 
its “neutral” atmosphere, and the other 
members of the Bank like him. In or- 
der to rehearse the role of a German 
Darlan, there is no better way than to 
go to Switzerland and keep in touch 
with the Bank for International Settle- 
ments. 

It would not be necessary to men- 
tion the open or concealed activities 
of men like Twardowski, Thyssen, 
Schacht and company, if there were 
not the danger that responsible circles 
in the United States may be misin- 
terpreting the real motives of these 
“anti-Nazis.” In the February issue 


kers, if and when they are ready ... 
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of the American Mercury its Wash- 
ington correspondent, Kingsbury Smith, 
wrote a rather sensational piece on 
what is usually referred to as the ex- 
pediency policy of the United States. 
The editors of the American Mercury 
stated that the views of Mr. Kings- 
bury Smith reflected “the basic policy 
of State and War Department lead- 
ers.” As regards Germany, Kingsbury 
Smith described this basic policy as 
follows: 


“We will refuse to deal with any 
member of the Hitler gang, but we 
will deal at any time with any respons- 
ible element ready to overthrow the 
Nazis and to disarm the German army. 
We will treat with the Prussian Jun- 
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I think that this statement, which 
has not been denied by the leaders of 
the State and War Departments, must 
have aroused considerable interest in 
Germany. Does it not offer quite a 
few opportunities which had better 
not be missed? And those “certain 
circles” in Germany might at this very 
moment be engaged in devising some 
smart formula which would convert 
the unconditional surrender of the 
German nation into a bright future 
for themselves. 

Now is the time for the Darlanism 
cropping up in Germany to be nipped 
in the bud. 


Science as well as religion, politics as well as 
art, properly flourish only when the primary quality 
of human character or integrity is the foundation and 
when that integrity has a positive and critical rela- 
tion to larger integrities, social and metaphysical. 


JAMES LUTHER ADAMS 


THE SINS OF THE PROTESTANT CHURCH 


By KATHARINE SALTER 


—Our own times have seen a pathological growth of antt- 
Semitism among Christians and the average Church has really 


refused to tackle it. 


HOUGH THE Protestant Church 

has begun to approximate the qual- 
ity of the Judaism that produced Jesus, 
in that it has at last permitted indi- 
vidualism, and has caught on to the 
idea that perhaps diversity is as im- 
portant as unity, it has never gone far 
enough along in this great revolution. 
The Protestant Church is still too 
“mob-minded.” All primitive and un- 
civilized peoples have above all else 
“unity.” There is not the slightest 
deviation in belief or action among 
the Zulus or the Bushmen. Deviation 
means death; and the Christian world, 
up until the time of the Reformation, 
had not even begun to get an inkling 
of the kind of society which the Jewish 
seers were passionately interested in— 
the society in which the individual, the 
solitary person, the non-conforming, 
original, self-reliant, questing, per- 
petually inquisitive human being was 
the important thing, instead of the 
tribal routine, or the fixed, changeless 
creed, or the established institution or 
the “divinely appointed” tyrant. 

Though the Protestant society is the 
most individualistic large group ever 
established, yet it is still not indi- 
vidualistic within its separate groups. 
Each church has its own “heretics,” 
not to be condoned. Though this is no 
mortal sin, yet it is still a fault which 
it wouldn’t hurt the average Christian 
to contemplate now and then, if he 
wants to contemplate his sins. He 
might at least look at his rea sins, 
instead of at imaginary ones, such as 
‘saying that he caused this war with- 


out analyzing in what way he caused 
it! He might listen to the demand 
that Jews must be “assimilated” if 
they want to avoid persecution at the 
hands of Christians—and see to what 
that leads! 

Specifically, the Protestant church 
has committed two mortal sins during 
the past two decades. 

One was that the Christian church 
did nothing to modify the present im- 
migration laws, established in this 
country about 1924, and the cause of 
such agony as cannot be conceived— 
to say nothing of the gigantic eco- 
nomic upsets it caused in this country, 
the greatest expanding market for 
growing populations in the world. If 
the church had had the courage really 
to grapple, congregation by congrega- 
tion, with that problem and had 
backed a congressional program which 
would have resulted in the repeal of 
this inhuman law because of which 
men were killed, starved, drowned, 
tortured by the hundreds of thousands, 
then they would have been living up 
to the ‘‘dynamics” of their faith. But 
this they did not and would not do. 

The church did nothing effective to 
counter the wicked anti-alienism among 
Americans during these past twenty 
years. That was a subject that was 
full of dynamite—so the churches 
calmly let it alone, and spent their 
time denouncing the New Deal, in 
many cases, and the government’s de- 
sire to re-arm! They said they were 
for “peace,” and “against violence!” 
How could that square with our im- 
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migration laws, and the refusal to ad- 


' mit refugees? 


Running parallel with that has been 
the anti-Semitism in this country, in 
the Christian churches. The churches 
had every opportunity to be the vital 
spear-head for a movement of salvag- 
ing refugees thrown out of Europe. 
Yet the American Committee for 
Christian Refugees has had to depend, 
in large part, for its funds on contri- 
butions from the Jews; and it has been 
fantastically difficult to get any church, 
or group of churches, in any given 
town, to resettle even one Jewish 
family in their midst, let alone the 
dozens of families that a really live 
and honest Christian society would 
have cared for. 

The anti-Semitic Christian persecutes 
the Jews because they dare to dif- 
fer, and because the Christians’ infal- 
lible scriptures tell a story of how “‘the 
Jews” crucified Jesus. The gospels 
portray Jesus as having been brutally 
dealt with “by the Jews’—but most 
people reading the gospels forget that 
Jesus, his mother, and all of his dis- 
ciples were Jews too, and that the mul- 
titudes who followed and loved him 
and founded the Christian church, 
were Jews as well. They forget that 
all healthy societies have opposing 
groups within them. 

The tragedy of most Christians’ 
lives is that from the time they are 
born and first hear of their religion, 
they look at pictures, images, cruci- 
fixes of Jesus, who, they are taught, 
is the most perfect man ever to have 
lived, nailed to a cross ‘by the Jews.” 
I wonder if any psychological experts 
will ever be able to measure what that 
does to the mind of a Christian. In 
most cases, the first impression is never 
tempered in the least; Christians are 
apt to grow up with a false sense of 
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virtue, a feeling that they are the non- 
brutal, virtuous ones, and that the 
Jews are the brutal and wicked ones. 
Only the most daring, original, and 
curious ever realize that the crucifixion 
was a typical Gentile performance, 
not a Jewish performance. They tor- 
get that the cross was a Gentile device, 
instigated and carried out by Gen- 
tiles, not only on Jesus and the robbers, 
but on hundreds of thousands of Jews 
of Jerusalem seventy years later. And 
that the Gentiles have been doing 
things like this ever since. The Gen- 
tile does not begin to be a Christian, 
in the sense of the word as it applies 
to the society which Jesus was a part 
of, and which he envisioned, until he 
begins to look at himself more crit- 
ically; and until he begins to look at 
the Jew less critically. The great char- 
acteristics of the Jew, on the average, 
are these: he is incomparably charit- 
able; his family life has always had a 
quality which the non-Jew has too sel- 
dom approximated; he has always de- 
manded intellectual, religious, and po- 
litical freedom, if it was in any way 
possible to even hope of getting it; he 
has always fought for the rights of the 
common man, and particularly for the 
rights of labor; he has always had the 
scientific spirit, and a minimum of 
bigotry; he has always been capable of 
improvement; he has always been an 
internationalist, when he has had a 
ghost of a chance to be, and even 
while maintaining the most vivid sort 
of individual rights; he has always 
refused to be regimented; he has al- 
ways liked people, and wanted to get 
on with them, and have people like 
him; he has always been self-critical, 
and has always practised freedom of 
speech; he has always been willing 
to chart and blaze new courses, and 
to take risks; he will always en- 
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tertain new ideas, and refuse to be- 
lieve that life is something fixed and 
static, and that man is a mere cog in 
an institution that is zo¢ man. In short, 
he has never lost the quality that char- 
acterizes a child—and that character- 
ized Jesus—eternal curiosity, question- 
ing, freshness of viewpoint, and refusal 
to be poured into a groove. And he 
has been foremost in his belief in One 
God, and the moral law as embodied 
in the Ten Commandments, and the 
two great commandments out of the 
Old Testament, upon which “hang all 
the law and the prophets.” And above 
all he has always understood at his 
best, that there is no short-cut, no 
vicarious way into “heaven.” He has 
known that if you break the moral 
law, you suffer the consequences, and 
pay the price. Jesus knew it too. 
Until the Christians realize that the 
Jew is a tremendous, indispensable 
asset and guide for him as a Christian, 
instead of a liability; that he is the 
“salt of the earth” in a very real 
sense, there is little hope for them to 
develop the sort of society Christ kept 
talking about. And a society that 
merely tolerates Jews, as a necessary 
evil upon whom the Christians look 
down in condescending impatience, is 
not a successfully Christian society. 
Our own times have seen a patho- 
logical growth of anti-Semitism among 
Christians; and the average Church 
has really refused to tackle it. There 
have never been pogroms in Protes- 
tant countries (which is another item 
on their credit side); but there are 
degrees to all sins. The Federal Coun- 
cils of Churches all over the country 
during this last decade were apt to 
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say ‘“No” to plans for resettling refu- 
gees in their communities; they did it 
because they were unwilling to cope 
with the problem of anti-immigrant 
sentiment and anti-Semitism among 
their own flocks—who were absorbing 
the Axis propaganda against Jews, 
with amazingly little hesitation. But 
these same Councils nevertheless went 
on record as being all for “feeding 
the people of Europe.” That was a 
safe “out.” It was far away, it was 
humanitarian, in a large, expansive 
way. It was in line with Christian 
teaching. There was a great deal of 
quoting of the passage, “If thine 
enemy hunger, feed him,” etc. But 
when one asked the church to take in 
Jewish refugees, off the street in front 
of the church, or off the sea and on 
to our coasts, and literally feed, clothe, 
and house them, and to also insist 
that congress revise its very murderous 
laws, the answer was always an en- 
raged and icy “No.” (I happen to 
know, because I undertook such cam- 
paigns myself, and unearthed what to 
me were and are the real sins in the 
church. The church’s sin was not 
“having caused this war,” save by its 
complete “neutrality” and disarma- 
ment, so that the Axis was free to go 
ahead; it was a case of deadly inner 
dry rot and shrivelling of the milk of 
human kindness in the acids of big- 
otry, bitter hatreds and isolationism.) 

The Protestant Church has a whole 
new Reformation of itself ahead, if it 
is ever to become as truly Christian as 
it can be, on the lines so well laid 
down long ago by men like Huss, 
Milton, Latimer, Voltaire—and by its 
founder, Jesus of Nazareth. 


_HELL-BREWERS OF DETROIT 
By CLAUDE WILLIAMS 


—This inventory of Detroit Fascist organizations and their leadership 
was taken by Claude Williams, Director of the People’s Institute of 
Applied Religion, who conducted an exhaustive personal survey. 
Claude Williams does not believe in obscuring facts with superfluous 
introductory verbiage. His is a dispassionate, up-to-the-minute statis- 
tical report which must be acted upon by individuals and groups 
concerned with the preservation of democracy in this country —K.L. 


THE PROBLEM 


(1) Leaders of the Ku Klux Klan, 
their moral and financial backers— 
James A. Colescott, Imperial Wizard 
or some other national representatives 
of the Ku Klux Klan frequently visits 
Detroit. 

(2) Leaders of the Committee of 
One Million, Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith 
and others. This organization was 
launched by Smith, Winrod, Norris 
in Oklahoma City, 1938, as 100% 
American-anti-minority movement. 

(3) Leaders of the Dixie Voters’ 
League, with headquarters in an at- 
torney’s office at 1213 Lafayette Build- 
ing. 

(4) Leaders of the Southern So- 
ciety of Michigan. This organization 
has its headquarters in an attorney's 
office at 633 Penobscot Building. Its 
president is Whitfield L. Johnson. It 
claims 14,000 members. Members are 
“native-born, Gentile, white Sons of 
Dixie,’ and grouped in “Sons of 
Georgia, Sons of Tennessee, Sons of 
Alabama,” vete. A, Reverend “I.B; 
Jones, employee of City Police De- 
partment, is Chairman. 

The Southern Society is a national 
organization. Governor Frank M. 
Dixon of Alabama, in a vicious anti- 
administration speech before the South- 
ern Society (Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, 


New York, January 1943) declared 
the South’s opposition to the “crack- 
pot” reforms of the anti-poll tax bill, 
Fair Employment Committee, etc., and 
said: “Ways and means are being 
discussed daily to break our chains. 
We will find some way, and find it 
regardless of the effect on national 
elections . . . or price to ourselves.” 
He also announced the possibility of 
a new “Southern Democratic Party.” 


(5) Leaders and backers of the 
America First Party. This organiza- 
tion was recently launched by Gerald 
L. K. Smith. It would appear that the 
above named organizations are being 
merged into or being used to broaden 
this political party. An invitational 
meeting of some 500 people was set up 
and held at the Maccabees Building 
on Sunday, February 7th, at 3:00 P.M. 
The bait used by individuals who is- 
sued the invitations was that Captain 
Rickenbacker was to speak. He was 
to tell them who the Reds are in De- 
troit. One woman said: “The same 
race who got us into this war, the 
Jews and Communists, are ruining the 
country.” Speaking of the America 
First Party she said: ““As soon as we 
get two-thirds of the people we are 
going to change things.” 

Capt. Rickenbacker did not attend 
and no reason was given. Gerald L. © 
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K. Smith spoke and more than made 
up for his absence. Smith’s speech 
included diatribe on Willkie, sup- 
ported by boos from audience .. . 
America First People have been mis- 
understood . .. They want to win the 
war but to oppose sinister international 
tie-up “Unity Now” intrigue... (Here 
the “Unity Now” flag was produced 
as symbol of dangerous movement, 
Union Jack representing England’s im- 
perialistic designs, Red streamers rep- 
resenting Communist Russia’s designs) 
. . . Our Army being slighted . . . If 
we have a pound of butter and a pound 
of oleomargarine, “we should keep 
the butter and send the oleo to the 
Bolsheviks”. . . Free Press is supported 
because Detroit News Forum is spon- 
sored by Sam’s Cut-Rate. “We want 
no cut-rates in America.” This was 
adroit Jew-baiting but audience got 
it and applauded . . . Rickenbacker 
praised . . . labor challenged to poll 
sentiment for Rickenbacker . . . 90- 
100%.of membership would endorse 
... Show of hands of union members 
present asked for...“a good 50%” an- 
nounced as being for Rickenbacker ... 
“You are all right but your leaders 
are Red.” Rickenbacker nominated for 
President as “God-fearing, Bible-be- 
lieving, 100% American.” 

(6) Leaders and backers of the 
Black Legion state that this organiza- 
tion ‘“‘is not dead.” 

(7) Leaders and backers of the 
Temple Baptist Church, Rev. J. Frank 
Norris and others. Norris’ public 
statements are anti-Axis, but (a) 
Church has recently been used to or- 
ganize a Klan program; (b) Name is 
being currently used as recommenda- 
tion to Southern Baptists coming here 
for joining the Klan. A Baptist preach- 
er said: “five of my church members 
have been invited to join the Klan 
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within the last three weeks and Nor- 
tis’ name was used as endorsement.” 
He also stated that many Baptist 
preachers of Detroit are Klan mem- 
bers. It was estimated that 90% of 
Southern Baptist preachers were mem- 
bers of KKK in the 1920's. 

On December 13, 1942, Norris’ 
evening sermon topic was: “The Bu- 
reaucratic Price Fixing—The Mark of 
the Beast.” Such a subject raises ques- 
tions in the minds of his listeners about 
cooperating with the war program. 
Norris’ Fundamentalist of December 
11, 1942, carried an article entitled: 
“Three Happy Days in Huey Long’s 
State.” The first paragraph of the 
article was: 

Whether some folk like it or not, 
Louisiana is known as “Huey Long’s 
empire.” If time tarries, a hundred years 
from now he will be known as the one 
who lifted Louisiana out of the mud, 
built bridges where they said it couldn’t 
be done, and built the finest capitol 
building in the United States. Biggest 
event since Jefferson bought Louisiana 
from Napoleon in 1803 was Huey Long. 
In this article Norris states that Fun- 

damentalist Baptists are springing up 
all over (the South). Norris’ broad- 
casts from Dallas, Texas, and Detroit 
are heard throughout the South. He 
is referred to as the “greatest preacher 
in the world’”—and the “most misun- 
derstood and worst persecuted.” 

It is significant that both Norris and 
Gerald L. K. Smith are devotees of the 
late King Fish. They are both relig- 
ious demagogs. They have many col- 
leagues in the Winrods, Cowboy Evan- 
gelists and the rest. These wield tre- 
mendous influence through Evangelis- 
tic Fundamentalistic America. Con- 
sidering these, the menace of the 
America First political party is ap- 
parent. 

(8) Leaders of the British-Israels 
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with headquarters at 9599 Grand Rtv- 
er, with Mr. Edward Almus as Chair- 
man. Mr. Almus is a teacher of Unity 
Bible study group and director of a 
book store at that address. The Brit- 
ish-Israel movement maintains that the 
British American people are the true 
Israel and thus constitute the dominat- 
ing nations or people, a basis for racial 
superiority and an adroit anti-Semitism. 

(9) Many church leaders and radio 
preachers whose churches and sup- 
porters are from 10-50% members of 
the KKK, and who are aware that 
their churches were built and con- 
trolled or that their radio programs 
are supported by Klan members; and 
who themselves have the anti-Jew, 
anti-Negro, anti-labor mentality of the 
Klan. 

(10) Leaders of the Christian Busi- 
nessmen’s Committee. This organiza- 
tion has some 125 volunteer teachers 
in Detroit who are conducting as many 
classes weekly. The hundreds of 
churches which support it and leaders 
whom it supports have an anti-demo- 
ctatic program and a pro-Nazi mind- 
set. 

This is not to say that all leaders of 
the Christian Businessmen’s Commit- 
tee or of the organizations mentioned 
above have official ties with pro-Nazi 
organizations. Some, no doubt, do 
have; others are exploiting anti-Semi- 
tism, anti-Negro prejudice, and funda- 
mentalist “Christian” escapism as a 
career; others deliberately ignore the 
implications of their personal preju- 
dices; still others benightedly and de- 
votedly give themselves to these or- 
ganizations which foster and develop 
a mind-set being used by pro-Nazi 
agents and native Fascist demagogs. 
In effect their collective efforts are at 
one with the conscious Fifth Colum- 
nists working for Berlin. 
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The Christian Businessmen’s Com- 
mittee is an International organiza- 
tion. Its last annual convention was 
held in Detroit in the Emmanuel Pres- 
byterian Church, December, 1942, 
with such men as R. G. LeTourneau, 
Industrialist and Evangelist of Vicks- 
burg, Mississippi, Hargreaves of Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., chief speakers, and 
elected officials. Hargreaves is Chair- 
man of the CBC Evangelistic Club of 
the Southern states— same type of 
Evangelism as that of Norris, Smith, 
Winrod, and his outfit. 

(11) Leaders of the Friends of the 
Little Flower . . . Coughlin et al. 


(12) Leaders of the National Trade 
Union League . . . Roman Catholic. 


(13) Leaders of the Knights of Co- 
. Roman Catholic. 


(14) Leaders of the Mantle Club. 
President and Founder: Hugh B. Mon- 
jar. Members of this club must re- 
port daily to a warden. They are sub- 
stantially organized among “middle- 
class” youth. Anything to the left of 
Fascism is Communism to the mem- 
bers. The president and founder is 
now charged by the Federal Court of 
violation of the Security Act of 1933 
and of using the mail to defraud. 

(15) Leaders of the Laymen’s 
League. Headquarters in New York. 
This organization seems to be another 
program of the NAM under the guise 
of Religion. It is backed by Pew, 
president of the Sun Oil Company. 
He financed a survey which purports 
to show that 80% of the nation’s 
preachers are Socialists or Commu- 
nists. The first program was an at- 
tempt to rope the clergy into an anti- 
New Deal, union-busting program. 
The latter is concentrating on school 
teachers .. . a more vulnerable group 
than the preachers and as gullible. 
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UNCRITICAL INSTRUMENTS 


(1) The hundreds of leaders in 
the movement of Jehovah’s Witnesses. 
These most zealous leaders stand on 
the street corners and peddle the liter- 
ature published by that concern, and 
go from house to house preaching 
and distributing the literature. Their 
preachings and writings are altogether 
defeatist, proclaiming that man cannot 
do anything either to defeat evil, main- 
tain peace or establish a just world 
order. The world is hopelessly bad 
and will be changed only by the estab- 
lishment of God’s Kingdom upon 
earth, which Order will be established 
only by Jehovah himself. 


(2) Store-front and basement- 
church preachers and lay exhorters. 
These leaders are not vicious, but are 
misinformed. They subscribe uncon- 
ditionally to the popular pre-milleni- 
um evangelism. This religion had its 
phenomenal growth among the rural 
people, especially in the South. It is 
sectional in temperament. It is, there- 
fore, racial in attitude. The most dis- 
turbing element in it is that it is defi- 
nitely anti-Jewish. Their forerunners 
for generations have preached from 
crossroads, schoolhouses, etc., that 
“Christ came to His Own and His 
Own received Him not,” “His Own” 
being the “Jews.” The Nazarene is 
pictured, therefore, as standing out- 
side Jerusalem, weeping and pronounc- 
ing a curse upon the Jewish people 
until the time of the Gentiles be ful- 
filled. This preaching has given rise 
to a general feeling among these 
preachers and their followers that 
whatever happens to the Jewish people 
may be too bad, but after all, it is a 
fulfillment of prophecy and nothing 
can be done about it. Many of these 
leaders refer to the persecution of the 
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Jewish people to prove that their in- 
terpretation of the prophecy is correct. 


CHURCHES AND MISSIONS 


(1) Where do they preach? In 
defense plants, in store-front churches, 
basement-churches, missions and over 
the radio. See the Church announce- 
ments in any Saturday’s Detroit News, 
listen to some forty weekly religious 
broadcasts over six local radio stations, 
several being programs on national 
hook-ups. 

(2) They preach in many new 
basement-churches and missions which 
have been built recently. The devotees 
are now receiving a wage which is a 
salary to them. They tithe conscien- 
tiously. They have every evidence that 
God is blessing them. Their only need 
is to increase their pace. There is no 
reason for adjustment in doctrine or 
the practice of brotherhood. These 
new churches and missions obviously 
have the support of the Christian Busi- 
nessmen’s Committee. 


EFFECT AND INFLUENCE 


They divide the people by teaching 
racism, anti-Semitism, anti-unionism, 
defeatism. On a national Sunday 
broadcast one speaker quoted John 
19:20 without stating that the Proph- 
ets, Jesus, the Apostles and 90% of 
the first followers of Jesus were Jew- 
ish people. The following Wednes- 
day night at an assembly in God’s 
church the same passage was used in 
the same way. On a Friday night last 
January at Missionary Tabernacle the 
Rev. R. H. W. Lucus said Jesus had 
destroyed Jerusalem because it was a 
Christ-crucifying city. The next Sun- 
day morning it was stated over a na- 
tional hook-up that the history of the 
Jews for the last 2000 years is proof 
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that God punishes a nation because 
of its sin. This was an illustration of 
the text “Whatsoever a man soweth 
that shall he also reap.” There was 
no reference made to Egypt, Babylon, 
Assyria, Rome, or the medieval tre- 
gimes, or why they too had been 
punished. 

These preachers have the greatest 
influence over ex-rural people and the 
newer population groups, especially 
from the South . . . over those who are 
already discriminated against, and 
who, therefore, welcome making 
someone else the scapegoat . . . over 
all those who have a background for 
hating, and all fundamentalism whose 
interpretation of the Bible is racial 
and anti-Semitic. 

Hundreds of these preachers are 
doing full time church work. It is 
estimated that there are over 2500 
workaday preachers in the plants of 
Detroit and vicinity. One such work- 
ing preacher secured the names of 
fourteen white preachers in one week. 
-These fourteen were in one local. He 
stated that he had merely scratched 
the surface and that there were a great 
many more to be recruited. Many of 
these preachers preach in the plants 
at the noon hour. 

It is estimated that 90% of some 
2500 workaday preachers speak to 
audiences on Sunday and during week- 
day evening services. Their church 
memberships range from 25 to 300. 
This large group of leaders reaches 
literally an army of people each week. 
They could effectively clarify the is- 
sues of anti-Semitism, racism, Ku 
Kluxism, anti-New Dealism, Defeat- 
ism, to an army of people if they 
were enabled to relate their religious 
messages and programs to the issues 
which actually affect them and their 
people in terms of meat and bread, 
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wages, freedom and justice. But in- 
stead they play into a mind-set which 
will be used increasingly by native 
Fascist demagogs. What can be done 
to turn the influence of these preach- 
ers into constructive channels? 


THE SOLUTION 


This mass religious phenomenon 
contains not only a proto-Fascist mind- 
set on the negative side, as set forth 
above, but on the positive side it con- 
tains a very definite democratic dy- 
namic. This phenomenon had its origin 
in the last part of the past century 
when the established churches follow- 
ed the urban trend and launched their 
programs in the painted frame 
churches of the towns and in the stain- 
ed-glass churches of the cities. These 
rural people were left isolated by coats 
in religion, poll tax in politics, the 
buggy instead of the old hay wagon, 
later the automobiles. They could only 
develop a program in the light of their 
understanding: (1) the man in the 
town with ‘‘store-bought’’ clothes re- 
ferred to them as hicks, as ne’er-do- 
wells, poor white trash. Therefore 
good clothing, which they could not 
have, became style and worldliness. 
They rationalized, “I’d rather be a 
door-keeper in the house of the Lord 
than to dwell in palaces.” (2) They 
could not have the privilege of schools; 
education therefore became “worldly 
learning.” They rationalized, “We will 
speak where the Bible speaks and be 
silent where the Bible is silent.” (3) 
They were denied medical attention; 
they could only heal by faith. Inas- 
much as they were healed, doctors be- 
came an evil. They rationalized, “We 
will go to the Great Physician who 
can heal not only the soul, but also 
the body.” (4) They worked long 
hours from-dawn to dusk; they had no 
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time for recreation. Therefore, all 
recreation, shows, ball games, and 
even the chewing of gum, became 
evil. (5) They could not enjoy civic 
responsibility because of the poll tax 
requirements and racial discrimination. 
The state, therefore, became evil and 
ruled over by the “gods in this world.” 

Thus we see that this is both a 
manifestation of the “sour grapes” 
legend and a mass protest against all 
things economically and culturally un- 
obtainable. 

An understanding of this average 
workaday leader will reveal: (1) He 
is a man with uncanny wisdom (there 
are no individual Casey’s but elements 
of Casey among most of them). (2) 
He has responded to religion as the 
“Good.” Good has been very imper- 
fectly defined for him, many times 
maliciously, usually viciously. He does 
not preach for money. He is fighting 
evil the best way he knows because 
God has called him to do so. He will 
not sell out. (3) He is a natural 
leader. Preaching is the only outlet 
to express his leadership, since it is 
impossible for him to teach school 
or to enter any of the professions. 
(4) He speaks the language of the 
people. 

Every Sunday in the year, and every 
night and day during the long Summer 
months (in the rural South) he is 
speaking to the real America. From 
tarpaulin tents, brush arbors, window- 
less stores, deserted schoolhouses, lean- 
ing churches, store-front churches, 
basement-churches, or from slabs out 
in the woods, he is speaking to the 
people who may be used as the instru- 
ments of reaction. 

This man is carrying on today the 
biggest program in America. He has 
carried it on for years. He knows how 
to carry it on—and without funds. He 
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will determine in large measure which 
way America goes, and whether it 
goes slow or fast. 

His religion manifests itself wholly 
in an “‘other-worldly” escape, simply 
because he has never been able to 
discover any method or program with 
which to effectively oppose these 
forces. Therefore, to him and to his 
people their only hope of a home is 
a home above. 

The people know the preacher is 
not touching the problems they are 
confronting in their every day life. 
The preacher is subconsciously aware 
of this. He attempts to compensate 
by speaking more fervently, quoting 
more Scriptures, pounding the desk 
harder. 

There are 70,000,000 pews in the 
American churches. Each Sunday 
morning 63,000,000 are vacant. The 
preachers speaking to the bulk of the 
7,000,000 are themselves fundamen- 
talists speaking in terms of theological 
abstractions. The liberal minority is 
speaking in terms of general abstrac- 
tions. The church is not reaching 
America. The labor movement with 
13,000,000 people is divided in half. 
One half is not taking any stand 
against the evils of racism. On the 
contrary, it is flagrantly practicing 
racism. The other half, as illustrated 
by the CIO in Detroit, is of such com- 
plexion that it can only take an “of- 
ficial” position. Not only is there a 
large Southern element in these unions 
which is anti-Negro, but there is also 
a large Polish-Catholic element which 
is equally anti-Negro. These forces 
together are not reaching America. 

There has been no group which has 
made a sincere effort to reach these 
natural workaday leaders in terms of 
their culture and conditioning, and to 
put a more timely social content into 
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their mind-sets without putting them 
on the defensive or giving rise to ir- 
relevant quibbling. The preachers 
have been dismissed as a religious 
caste, as “impossibles,” as ne’er-do- 
wells, as Holy Rollers. Established 
institutions have done just as one sec- 
tion of the labor movement did—be- 
cause they could not pay dues they 
moved off and left them. For these 
preachers might often wish that their 
religion deal with the problems of 
which they and their people are aware, 
problems which they meet in every 
day life. These preachers have never 
understood that their religion can 
deal with such issues. Therefore when 
they learn that the actual concrete is- 
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sues of every day life are dealt with 
in Scripture, and when such an issue 
is related to an aptly selected passage 
quoted verbatum from the King James 
version with chapter and verse cited, 
they receive it most eagerly. They 
expound it to their neighbors. They 
preach about it and pray about it and 
even hymns are born out of this new 
revelation. 

It was to instruct these natural 
leaders in this manner that the People’s 
Institute of Applied Religion was 
formed. 

* 

See pages 61 and 62 for example of 
material used by the People’s Institute 
of Applied Religion. 


A resolution memorializing the President and 


Congress of the United States which passed both 
| Houses of the New York State Legislature late 
Friday night read in part: “Whereas, there can be 
no lasting peace unless rampant nationalism and 
economic and military aggression are eliminated from 
the world ... be it resolved that the Legislature of 
the State of New York declares its profound convic- 
tion that an international organization of all nations 

. must be an essential condition of the peace.” 
This resolution passed the Assembly by a vote of 
130 to 10, the Senate without a dissenting vote. 

That vote... indicates how rapidly thinking has 
developed hereabouts in repudiation of isolationism 
and toward worldwide cooperation. 
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THE ECONOMIC ROYALISTS IN NORTH AFRICA 


By XXX 


—French capitalism a tool of German imperialism. 


ipee U. S. Treasury Department's 
announcement on April 18th that 
it would investigate the franc-dollar 
exchange manipulations in North Af- 
tica provides evidence that the pub- 
licity given this racket in some sectors 
of the American press has had positive 
results. However, the Treasury in- 
vestigation will deal with only one 
minor segment of the whole set-up 
governing North African economy. 

Last month THE PROTESTANT 
revealed the sequence of events by 
which French-German business trusts 
were enabled to get some of their as- 
sets out of Europe and under the pro- 
tection of the Giraud Administration 
in North Africa. Some political chang- 
es have occurred in North Africa, as 
predicted, but the economic edifice re- 
mains unchanged. 

Today, six months after the Ameri- 
can occupation, the membership of 
Giraud’s Economic Council still re- 
mains shrouded in secrecy. Some sig- 
nificant items of information that have 
leaked through, however, throw fur- 
ther light on the economic deal being 
worked out in North Africa. 

At the end of March Giraud re- 
placed the collaborationist General 
Bergeret, who up to that time had been 
his appointed deputy for civilian af- 
fairs, with Maurice Couve de Mur- 
ville. Murville, as new head of the 
civilian administration, became super- 
visor of the Economic Council. An 
official of the French Finance Ministry, 
first under the Republic and later un- 
der Pétain and Laval, Murville had 
been entrusted with the conduct of 
Vichy’s international financial nego- 


tiations. From 1940-42 he served as 
the link between French industry and 
finance and the Bank for International 
Settlements at Basle, whose French di- 
rectors he supervised. In this capacity 
he was in continual contact with the 
delegates of the Reichsbank and other 
big German banks in Paris and Vichy. 
Murville remained an active mem- 
ber of the Vichy Finance Ministry un- 
til March, 1943. In March he went 
to Spain and thence to Lisbon, where 
he made contact with Pierre Pucheu, 
who has played a leading role in the 
economic arrangements attendant on 
the American occupation of North 
Africa. Murville then proceeded to 
Algiers, where he was appointed by 
Giraud to his present post, presum- 
ably on the advice of Peyrouton. 
Murville was hailed by the Giraud- 
ists as a “non-political” figure. And 
he is certainly not particularly inter- 
ested in politics. However, as a finan- 
cial expert with personal connections 
with the Nazi-dominated International 
Bank at Basle, he is most useful to the 
Giraudist economic administration. 
Another figure important in the eco- 
nomic administration in North Africa 
is a certain M. Poze, who remains 
Director of the Nazi-owned Banque 
Nationale pour le Commerce et I’In- 
dustrie in Paris. His representative in 
the U.S.A. is M. D’Adler, formerly as- 
sociated with the banking firm of Spit- 
zer et Cie in Paris, which was closely 
associated with the German Banque 
Worms. Also associated with M. Poze 
were Lemaigre-Dubreuil and a certain 
Leroi-Ladurie, who is connected with 
the Banque Nationale pour le Com- 
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merce et l’Industrie and who since the 
French collapse has been a paymaster 
for the Gestapo in France. 

There are, of course, some links be- 
tween Giraud’s Economic Council in 
North Africa and American business 
interests. One of these is the French 
Chamber of Commerce in the U. S., 
whose headquarters are at 4 East 52nd 
Street in Manhattan. Although it was 
an official representative here of the 
Vichy government, the French Cham- 
ber was not closed after the American 
break with Vichy, but is still function- 
ing, doing “business as usual.” 

On December 8, 1942, the officers 
and members of the Chamber sent a 
declaration to the U. S. State Depart- 
ment, stating: ‘““We have placed our- 
selves at the disposal of the French 


authorities, civilian or military, which 


will be officially recognized in North 
Africa in full accord with the Ameri- 
can government and also in agree- 
ment with the French and native popu- 
lation of North Africa.” The State 
Department accepted the services of 
the Chamber and authorized it to be- 
come the recruiting agency here for 
Giraud’s Army in North Africa. 

The Chamber also became one of 
the group of advisers to the State De- 
partment on North African economic 
—and also political—questions. 

Its officers, some French and some 
American, have scarcely disguised their 
approval of the Vichy policy of col- 
laboration with the Germans. They 
have opposed and continue to oppose 
De Gaulle and the French under- 
ground movement, which they de- 
nounce as “Communist.” 

The Chamber’s Secretary General is 
Firmen Guego, a Pétain admirer. Its 
leading spirit is Pierre Cartier, mil- 
lionaire owner of the Cartier jewelry 
firm. Vice-Presidents of the Chamber 
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are the Frenchmen Blum and Wilden- 
stein and the American businessmen 
Theodore Seltzer and Thomas M. 
Lane. Closely connected with the 
Chamber’s activities are French aristo- 
crats who prior to the collapse of 
France supported the rightists, people 
such as the Marquis and Marquise de 
Talleyrand and the Princess de Fau- 
cigny-Luncinge. 

Today the Chamber is trying to get 
hold of the frozen French funds in 
the U. S. in order to make them avail- 
able to Giraud’s Economic Council. 
One attempt was made through the 
Coordinating Council of French Re- 
lief Societies, which is backed by 
American personalities like Anne Mor- 
gan and Howard E. Kerschner. The 
Council is collecting money to buy food 
for starving French children. At one 
of the Council meetings in April the 
speakers asked the audience to tele- 
graph or write to the President and to 
Congress asking support for measures 
te free frozen French funds here. 

The London Financial News, owned 
by the British Minister of Information 
Branden Bracken, suggests the reason 
for these American-French attempts to 
secure the unfreezing of the French 


funds. The Financial News said: 
According to one source, the post- 
ponement of General Charles de Gaulle’s 
visit to Africa is not altogether uncon- 
nected with the forthcoming financial 
discussions between Giraud and the U. S. 
authorities . . . It is suggested, how- 
ever, that Washington might prefer to 
strengthen the relative bargaining posi- 
tion of General Giraud’s group by re- 
leasing these substantial assets before a 
United French front is established, or 
at least conclude important agreements 
with General Giraud’s representative be- 
fore the two groups are merged. 
The French assets frozen in the 
U. S. are substantial—approximately 


$1,600,000,000. Part of this sum has 
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been claimed for years by the Belgian 
government-in-exile, which entrusted 
its funds to the Bank of France in the 
Spring of 1940. 

To date the Bank of France, com- 
pletely in the hands of the Germans 
and their Vichy stooges, has balked 
the efforts of the Belgian government 
to recover these funds. 


Legal representatives of the Belgian 


government charged recently that: 
“Thereby it (the Bank of France) 
adds another chapter to its legal man- 
oeuvres designed, as it has avowed, 
to avoid having to disclose the facts 
of its collaboration with Germany.” 

The law firm representing the Bank 
of France in the suits brought against 
it in New York courts by the Belgian 
government was Coudert Brothers, of 
Manhattan. This firm still represents 
the Bank of France today. 

It may be pure coincidence that 
Frederic Coudert, a member of this 
firm, has, according to Fighting French 
circles in London, become a legal ad- 
viser to Giraud in North Africa. 

To date the U. S. Treasury Depart- 
ment has thwarted the efforts of the 
French-American groups to secure the 
French gold here. The Treasury main- 
tains that the frozen French funds 
are the property of the French Re- 
public and can be given only to a 
French government officially recog- 
nized by the United Nations. 

As reported in the London Financial 
News, the State Department plan was 
to have Giraud send to the forthcom- 
ing Food Conference a representative 
with whom “important negotiations 
of a financial character exceeding the 
scope of the immediate financial rela- 
tions between the U. S. and French 
North Africa’ could be conducted. 
But this plan met with failure. Since 
the Treasury objected, an official rep- 
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resenting both De Gaulle and Giraud 
was nominated for attendance at the 
Food Conference. 

“Exceeding the scope of immediate 
financial relations” could mean only 
that the State Department wanted to 
give the frozen French funds to Gi- 
raud, thus inaugurating a legal pro- 
visional government under Giraud 
with the exclusion of any De Gaulle 
elements. 

There is another possible means of 
furnishing the Giraud administration 
with funds. Admiral Robert, the dic- 
tator of Martinique, administers $200,- 
000,000 of French gold shipped to him 
shortly after the collapse of France. 
The plans of the State and War De- 
partments regarding Robert, as it is 
at least semi-officially acknowledged, 
are to exchange him with a represent- 
ative of Giraud, thus placing these 
funds at the disposal of the North Af- 
rican Economic Council. 

Still another source for financial 
support of Giraud is the gold of Da- 
kar. The story of this gold—about a 
billion dollars in gold francs—is one 
of the most sinister chapters of the 
French-American affair. When the 
Americans took over Dakar, they were 
told by Governor-General Boisson 
that the French gold had vanished into 
thin air. Boisson “explained” that 
perhaps some of the money had been 
hidden in Equatorial Africa; but al- 
though he was the custodian of the 
Dakar funds, he could not recall where 
they had been hidden. An “‘investiga- 
tion” has been going on for three 
months, but the gold has not yet been 
“located.” The New York Times of 
March 28th spoke of “reports that 
part of this gold was sent to Paris.” 
Boisson remains a friend of Giraud 
and is in good standing with our State 
Department, notwithstanding the fact 
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that the gold, if sent back to Paris, is The economic and financial set-up 
now in the possession of the Nazis. in North Africa, even more than the 

There are well-informed Frenchmen political, proves beyond doubt that 
who think that the Economic Council Giraud, Peyrouton and their Ameri- 
of Giraud knows more about the can supporters are interested chiefly 
whereabouts of the Dakar gold than in preserving the monopolistic position 
Boisson cares to reveal. These ob- of pre-war French capitalism. This 
servers believe that at least part of capitalism today is largely a tool of 
the Dakar gold is in the hands of German imperialis and serves the in- 
Giraud and Peyrouton. terests of Nazism. 


RUSSIA, COMMUNISM, HORSE-SENSE AND US 


Those gentle, if slightly pixillated, souls who are currently conducting the whispering 
campaign apropos the so-called Red Menace comprise the newest battalion of zombies 
recruited by Herr Goebbels in the Democracies. Half of them insist that Stalin will call 
a halt to the Red Army's march at the borders of the Soviet Union and leave us 
“holding the bag.” The other half maintain that he will roll his tanks across the face 
of Europe, clear through to Brest, and confront the Pure in Heart (i.e. Us) with a 
Communized Eurasia. Each half is working to turn us against our ally. Each is working 
for the cause of World Fascism. And inoocence of intent is no alibi. 

The truth of the matter is that most of our readers are rendering lip-service to 
“our gallant Russian ally’ and walking in dread lest the people to whom this country 
belongs might insist on taking time out to see what the Russians may have in their 
system which could be put to useful purpose here. That is Fear. Plain, pure, unadulter- 
ated Fear. Such people aren’t thinking about what will happen to church edifices, to the 
institution known as marriage, or to the education of the next generation, They are 
worrying primarily about what happens to the Old Economic Order. Nothing else. 

Well, that isn’t the highroad to a People’s Victory, or to a People’s Peace. It isn’t 
even the way to save Capitalism, currently renovated as the Free Enterprise System. 
If it is possible to establish the economic security of mankind under this system (and 
the Pleaders insist that it is, though nothing much has been done about it up to now), 
then the system has nothing to fear from anybody else’s system. If we accept that thesis, 
then the study of what Communism is, how it functions and what it can supply in the 
way of vitamins, economic and political, to our civilization ought to be a Must for every 
adult to study NOW ... and for every politico to examine, inside out, just in case he 
might find something of value to his elecors which ought to be incorporated in our 
social structure. To say that any boons to be conferred upon man as the outcome of a 
People’s Victory must be obtained within the four walls of a rigid economic and political 
order, and that anything else is offside, is to assure mankind nothing but still-born boons. 

The time has come, then, when the democratic peoples must examine Communism 
with open mind, investigate it, be ready to accept what part of it may be good for all 
of us, or reject all of it if mone of it is workable here. If the Enterprise System is all 
that its defenders claim for it, it has nothing to fear from anybody else's Ism. If this 
system is not workable, if it cannot provide economic security for all of us, then not 
all the smoke-screens on earth can save it. 

Meanwhile the Communist Bogey is still being used in high places as in low to 
sap your faith in an invaluable Ally. It doesn’t make sense. 

—LEsLIE ROBERTS 
The Montrealer 


A "MODEST" PROPOSAL 
By RALPH BATES 


—A proposal that leads to a trap along the pathway 
of American-Soviet relations. 


EVER, SINCE 1933, has Hitler 

worked so hard to divide the na- 
tions he once hoped to subdue. And 
never, one must angrily confess, has 
he enjoyed such comfort as must have 
been given him by the Sikorski gov- 
ernment’s irresponsible action in pro- 
voking the Russo-Polish rupture. And 
if the Fascist International of Berlin 
has multiplied its efforts, so too has 
the Clerical International of the Vati- 
can, as the press of its American sec- 
tion will prove. As the Reichswehr’s 
artillery proves vain the guns of 
propaganda open upon all sides and 
the attack upon the USSR is in full 
campaign. 

We are in profound, almost un- 
soundable crisis. So that any person, 
any movement or any book which 
seriously sets out, or which even claims 
to set out, to improve the relations 
between the U. S. and the USSR is 
more than welcome. And such a book 
has appeared, making precisely that 
claim, putting forward a central idea, 
which, it is asserted, will go far to 
straighten the path of collaboration 
between the Soviet Union and our- 
selves. And this book, America, Russia 
and the Communist Party in the Post- 
war World by John L. Childs, George 
S. Counts and others is receiving a 
great amount of attention. It is being 
serialized in a New York liberal news- 
paper, The Post. Its key idea is al- 
ready cropping up here and there, in 
the writings of Dr. Reinhold Niebuhr, 
in a pamphlet of the Union For 
Democratic Action, over the air and in 
the columns of journals. The authors 


of the book are serious men, and the 
present writer does not doubt that 
their intentions are wholly good. Yet 
the fact is that they have laid one more 
dangerous trap along the pathway of 
the future peace. 

The trap, of course, is in outward 
appearance an idea that will seem 
plausible enough to hasty men. It is 
that America’s readiness to collaborate 
with the USSR should depend upon 
Moscow’s willingness to repudiate, di- 
vorce and dissolve the Comintern. 

If this Modest Proposal were to be 
taken up by the State Department, as 
presumably its authors hope it will, 
there might ensue a tragedy so great 
that every hope that liberal men have 
trustfully preserved throughout this 
war would be utterly destroyed. For 
it is not merely a question of collabo- 
ration. The U. S. and the other capi- 
talist democracies must give up their 
attempt to isolate the Soviet, the 
authors assert. But the logic of facts, 
they say, “confronts the Soviet Union 
in these days with a necessary and 
fateful choice. She must decide wheth- 
er she wants peace or war.” (P. 58) 
If this plain English bears a plain 
meaning then it is “‘abolish the Com- 
iptern or else «.7.76,. 17 [he authors 
would probably be indignant if they 
were charged with uttering a threat 
against the Soviet Union; it is possible 
that they would even oppose a war 
between the U.S.A. and the USSR over 
the latter power’s alleged interference 
with American affairs through the in- 
strumentality of the Communist Party. 
Nevertheless, though the authors may 
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reply that they are only making an 
objective statement or an estimate of 
probability, their words do constitute 
a threat, and one which far too many 
powerful influences would be only too 
happy to implement. 


II 


I have been too often the object of 
Communist Party criticism to be re- 
garded as personally or politically in- 
terested in any intimate way in the sur- 
vival of that party. And I have been 
too publicly critical of the Communist 
Party for it to be supposed that this 
article is written in defense of that 
party’s activities. What I am defend- 
ing, I hope, is the USSR and the 
U.S.A. What I do mean to defend is 
the lives of millions of Americans, 
Russians and Britons. With this per- 
haps unnecessary preface let us exam- 
ine the case which these liberal writers 
put forward. Its fallacies do not long 
elude search. 

Briefly, the authors argue that the 
hostility of the capitalist democracies 
toward the USSR is due to the Com- 
intern’s early efforts to stir up revo- 
lution and to its later defense of every 
phase of Russian foreign policy, to- 
gether with the Party’s attempt to 
manipulate public opinion in the in- 
terest of that foreign policy. They 
assert that this alleged Russian offense 
is comparable in gravity to the open 
war on the USSR waged between 1918 
and 1920 and that it was very largely 
the cause of a persistent attempt to 
isolate the USSR, an attempt which in 
most men’s views helped to bring 
about the present war. 

From this point their argument gal- 
lops freely. Since the Communist 
Party has been a major provocation, its 
abolition or repudiation will remove 
the danger of further misunderstand- 
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ing. The resulting peace will enable 
the USSR, which the authors recognize 
to be a mighty collectivist state, to 
become prosperous. One of the pro- 
ponents of the Modest Proposal, I 
ought to say, admits that he does not 
think that the Communist Party’s con- 
duct really justifies conservative hos- 
tility to the USSR. That conduct 
merely seems to justify that hatred. 
(See Dr. Niebuhr’s criticism of my 
rejection of the Modest Proposal in 
the Natzon of April 10, 1943.) Here 
we have an astonishing admission that 
appearances which do not justify a 
Tory’s hostility do justify that of a 
liberal theologian. 


Ill 
The Modest Proposal must be re- 


jected for three principal reasons 


which I shall first state in brief. They 
are: . 
(1) Its essential premise is false. 
The reactionaries have never hated the 
Russian Revolution merely on account 
of the Comintern, but because of the’ 
social structure of the Soviet Union. 
They hate it because of the inspira- 
tion which it has given to millions of 
the sorely tried and the heavy laden. 
Were the Comintern abolished the 
hostility of the old governing classes 
would not in the least be diminished. 
A prosperous USSR, as powerful for 
the peaceful creation of economic and 
cultural wealth as she has been for the 
creation of disaster for the Axis, would 
be even more feared by the privileged 
classes than the Soviet formerly was. 

(2) To raise the issue of the social 
struggle which, while it is influenced 
by the USSR exists independently of 
that country and is inherent in the 
structure of capitalism, in the legalistic 
fashion of the Modest Proposal, would 
only confuse issues and divide the lib- 
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eral movement. Unless society is very 
much improved, strikes, discontent, 
class hostilities, insurrectionary efforts, 
colonial rebellions, anti-Fascist cam- 
paigns and waves of profound long- 
ing for a more rational life will con- 
tinue, whether or not the Comintern 
exists. All these things will be charged 
to the Soviet Union by the reactiona- 
ries. Messrs. Counts and Childs, to- 
gether with Dr. Niebuhr and myself, 
have already been charged by Mr. Dies 
with being conscious tools of the Com- 
munist Party in that we all belong to 
the Union For Democratic Action, al- 
legedly a Communist “front organiza- 
tion.” How far this reactionary logic 
can go will be understood by those 
who remember that only a few years 
ago Life magazine charged Leon Trot- 
sky with being an agent of Joseph 
Stalin. 

(3) Having agreed to make the 
abolition of the Comintern the condi- 
tion of partnership in peace; having 
publicly urged that this should be so, 
it would be impossible for the liberal 
movement to resist any demand for 
rupture with the USSR on the ground, 
true or false, that the Comintern in 
effect still existed. Whatever one may 
think of the Communist Party no one 
in his senses is going to approve a wat 
on its account, and one is certainly 
not going to support, say, an embargo 
on the Soviet Union because of a long- 
shoremen’s strike in San Francisco. 

All these reasons have their nu- 
ances, and all of them have their con- 
texts in broad social phenomena. It 
is only when they are so understood 
that the fallacies buried in the Modest 
Proposal become startlingly visible. 


IV 


The historical facts prove that re- 
actionary hatred of the USSR has had 
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little to do with the existence of a 
Comintern. Whether or not there has 
been a strong Communist Party it is 
noticeable that the European Tories 
have feared the Soviet Union and have 
been most active against it in those 
moments when there was a broad and 
courageous movement of liberal opin- 
ion about home affairs or foreign 
policy. From the very beginning the 
capitalist democracies and the Balkan 
monarchies alike intervened against 
the October Revolution. They did so 
long before there was a Comintern 
and long before there was, for ex- 
ample, a British Communist Party. 
The latter party was not founded un- 
til August 1920, when the British Gov- 
ernment had been waging war and 
paying others to wage it for nearly 
two years. Brilliant illumination is 
thrown upon the truth by the fact 
that the very week-end that the British 
Communist Party was formed the en- 
tire British Labor Movement was in 
combined convention of the Trade 
Union Congress and the Labor Party 
at Westminster Hall in London. The 
business of that Labor convention was 
the preparation and calling of a gen- 
eral strike, not over an industrial 
dispute, but in defense of the USSR 
and of peace. At that time the Red 
Army was marching on Warsaw, 
intent upon the defeat of the Polish 
invaders who then were in retreat 
from Soviet soil. Because of that 
Soviet advance Lord Curzon, For- 
eign Secretary, issued an ultimatum to 
Moscow—Retreat or else! It was only 
the British Labor Movement’s ener- 
getic action which saved Europe from 
yet another war. 

At that time, while it is true that 
all Europe was unhappy and embit- 
tered with the old order, while even 
the political sky above Britain was 
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being torn by lightning, the groups 
professing the Bolshevik philosophy 
were infinitesimally small. 

If we turn to international affairs 
the example of Republican Spain may 
suffice. The policy of Non-Interven- 
tion was a manoeuver expressly de- 
signed to defeat the public. Yet the 
Spanish Communists numbered a mere 
40 or 50,000 while the British Party 
certainly did not approach 20,000. 

True, the Soviet Union was the 
only power consistently to aid Spain, 
but that was after it had become evi- 
dent that the Fascist international had 
not only been a prime-mover in the 
conception and execution of Franco’s 
revolt, but may still be aiding it with 
arms and troops. One knows, of 
course, that the Soviet Union itself 


was a factor, and a powerful factor, 


entering into the Tory calculations 
concerning Spain. One must admit 
that some small influence was brought 
to bear against the Republic because 
two Communists were eventually in- 
cluded in the Republican cabinet. 
Nevertheless it was the Spanish Revo- 
lution itself, of which the Spanish 
Communists were only a part, and on 
the whole a conservative part, which 
the British and French Tories feared. 
To be exact, they knew that if the 
Spanish Popular Front were to sur- 
vive, the French and British peoples 
would almost certainly be encouraged 
to the point of imitation. In that case 
the Chamberlain government might 
have been forced to resign and a Lib- 
eral-Labor government (and not a 
Communist government) would have 
been the result. 

Again, Czechoslovakia was betrayed 
because the ruling classes sympathized 
with Nazi Germany which, they 
reckoned, might some day invade the 
USSR or at least would hold the USSR 
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to the grindstone of constant arma- 
ment. The existence and conduct of 
the Comintern was merely a very mi- 
nor quantity in that badly calculated 
plot. 

I conclude, therefore, that since the 
hostility of the old misgoverning 
classes was directed against the Soviet 
experiment itself, because of the rot- 
tenness of Western society, their hos- 
tility would not be appeased by the 
Soviet’s repudiation of the Comintern, 
any more than it was in the pre-war 
period by the Comintern’s putting for- 
ward of non-revolutionary policies 
since proved sound. For, bear it in 
mind, from 1935 to 1939 the whole 
policy of the Comintern could be 
summed up in that association of pow- 
ers at present existent and which 
Mr. Churchill was the first leading 
statesman to preach in Britain. 

That the reactionaries feared the 
Soviet Union because of the precarious 
state of their own heartless society the 
authors themselves admit when they 
say in another connection “‘unfortu- 
nately evidence is accumulating that 
this thought is entertained by power- 
ful forces in the U. S. which fear any 
modification of property (even those 
mild ones introduced by the New Deal 
—R.B.) and are made uneasy by the 
possible existence of a powerful and 
successful collectivist state in the 
world.” Such people as the authors 
here have in mind, so reactionary that 
the WPA seemed to them nothing short 
of a ruinous tragedy, are hardly likely 
to have their uneasiness allayed by 
anything Moscow could accomplish in 
the way of discouraging the desire for 
reform or revolution. This truth ap- 
pears also to the authors in disconcert- 
ing flashes. They write, with greater 
timidity, or squeamishness, than log- 
ical candor “we believe that this dis- 
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solution (of the Communist Party) is 
to be best achieved not through the 
proscription of the party (for to recom- 
mend that would sully the authors’ 
reputations as civil libertarians—R.B.) 
but rather through the removal of 
those conditions on which the party 
feeds. The ultimate source of its 
strength derives not from the connec- 
tion of the Soviet Union through the 
Third International, but from the 
weaknesses, injustices, and failures of 
contemporary American society.” In- 
deed, if Mr. Stalin were to order the 
dissolution of the Communist Parties 
tomorrow, it is as certain a political 
prophecy as anyone dare make that 
a new party would come into existence 
before nightfall. The authors of the 
Modest Proposal know this also. They 
write “its threat will not be removed 
until these unnecessary and unjust con- 
ditions are removed from American 
society.” And if this new party came 
into existence it is also beyond doubt 
it would at once defend the USSR and 
in doing so infuriate the reactionaries, 
so that as before they would cry “Mos- 
cow Gold!” 

And that brings us to the point 
where we may consider the third 
reason for rejection. To make repudia- 
tion of the Comintern a condition of 
collaboration with the USSR would be 
to strengthen, not to weaken, the hands 
of the anti-Soviet reactionaries. A lib- 
eral movement that had put forward 
this perilous recommendation would 
be constantly outplayed by the Tory 
propaganda organs when these latter 
chose to protest an alleged Soviet “‘in- 
terference.” For example, if some new 
party chose to lead a strike of cotton 
pickers in the deep South I am abso- 
lutely certain that it would be at once 
blamed upon Moscow. 

One must remember that it is not 
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any group of liberals which controls 
the public mind, any more than liberal 
opinion controls the foreign policy of 
the U. S. We are constantly told by 
the Union For Democratic Action, and 
by Dr. Niebuhr in particular, that not 
even the President controls the State 
Department’s policy. That members 
of the Union For Democratic Action, 
who have protested our North African 
and general European policy without 
the least apparent effect should sug- 
gest that the State Department insist 
upon the Modest Proposal is beyond 
understanding. 


Vv 


At this point I would ask readers 
to look at the problem from the stand- 
point of a European. Let it be con- 
ceded for the sake of argument that 
the Communists are never out of ac- 
cord with the Soviet Government de- 
sires and that this constitutes an inter- 
ference. From the European stand- 
point, however, there are many such 
extra-national “interferences,” all of 
them having their local or national 
sections. Some of these “interferences” 
derive from foreign states, others de- 
rive from supra-national institutions. 
A French anti-Fascist worker might 
well believe, and as far as one can 
obtain report he does believe, that his 
whole future is being placed in jeop- 
ardy by the American policy of sup- 
porting such calamitous and macabre 
men as Peyrouton, who organized the 
French concentration camps at Hitler’s 
command, camps from which that 
worker has not yet escaped. Or again, 
the Spanish anti-Fascist in the terrible 
dungeons of Montjuich objects to the 
interference of the clerical Interna- 
tional, which again we seem to sup- 
port. It may happen that the French 
worker is a liberal who has himself 
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protested that the Communists follow 
a too exclusively Russian line, just as 
it may be that the Spanish anti-Fascist 
is a Socialist also critical of Moscow. 
Yet both would admit that ‘Russian 
interference” is presently fighting the 
men who put them in jail, while in 
each case our “foreign interference” 
supports his jailers. This is the reality 
of Europe. In the face of this reality 
for liberals to propose that our “De- 
partment of Interference in Europe,” 
which they cannot control, insist that 
the “Russian Department of Inter- 
ference’’ go out of existence is nothing 
short of absurd. 

One would have thought that this 
would have occurred to the authors. 


ANTI-SEMITISM IN QUEBEC 
By MARY CURTICE 
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That the capitalist democracies have 
made war upon the USSR and have 
sought to isolate it they take into ac- 
count, but only to discount it at far 
below par. That the political events 
in any area during a great crisis are 
necessarily influenced by all sorts of 
outside influences they do not admit. 
They do not protest against the Vati- 
can’s interference in American politics. 
That a rival school of Socialism should 
“interfere” is outrageous to them. 

There is no need for rhetoric, no 
need for embittering accusations. But 
whatever their intentions these men 
have laid a trap in the way of prog- 
ress. 

Let us beware not to fall into it. 


—Rauschning quotes Hitler thus: “Anti-Semitic propaganda 
in every country is an almost indispensable means for the ex- 
tension of our political campaign.” It would be asking too much 
of fortune to expect such a weapon to be left idle in Quebec, 
the guardian of the St. Lawrence gateway to America. 


ieee JEWISH community in Mont- 
real consists of about 60,000 peo- 
ple. Their business district is in the 
center of the city, along St. Lawrence 
Main, which marks the division be- 
tween east and west. Most of them 
live in the districts off the northern 
part of this street, except for the 
wealthy who move into Outremont 
with the well-to-do French or into 
Westmount with the well-to-do Eng- 
lish. As elsewhere, they are largely 
in the clothing industry, wholesale and 
retail. No big department store, no 
bank, no newspaper is Jewish con- 
trolled. They have their own hospital, 
their own charities. In education 
Montreal is firmly divided between 
Catholic and Protestant School Com- 


missions, with no provision for minor- 
ities or neutrals. A neutral in religion 
would be inconceivable to the authori- 
ties who set up and maintain the sys- 
tem. Taxes are assessed on real estate, 
and allotted according to ratio of 
population. Jews are counted with 
the Protestants, and their children at- 
tend the Protestant schools, unless 
they choose to support their small 
parochial schools, thus paying double 
for a limited education. They there- 
fore become part of the English com- 
munity rather than the French, since 
the Protestant schools are English- 
speaking. It is not only the Jews who 
suffer from this rigid separation; 
French Protestants must send their 
children to English schools or have 
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them brought up Catholic. English 
Catholics sacrifice either their lan- 
guage or their religion except in the 
few wards where there are large 
enough groups to make possible an 
English Catholic school. The Jews 
have no representation on the Protes- 
tant School Commission. 

The bulk of anti-Semitic propagan- 
da has been centered on the French. 
Long before the war the groups led 
by Adrien Arcand, whose connection 
with the Nazis was so well document- 
ed that he was promptly interned, 
were pouring out speeches, articles, 
leaflets, attacking the Jews. The French 
are still being told that their ills—and 
it is not difficult for a minority race to 
find grievances—are due to the Com- 
munists, the free-masons, and above 
all the Jews. All kinds of changes 
are rung on that refrain. Judeo-bol- 
shevism, the Jews and the interna- 
tional bankers, President Roosevelt as 
a Jew and as a free-mason, Jewish 
profiteering from French-Canadians 
are familiar themes. Jews can be capi- 
talists and Communists in the same 
paragraph. The fact that everywhere 
the small tradesman is more and more 
hard-pressed by the chain store and 
the department store is a main talk- 
ing-point. 

The chief vehicles for this constant 
hammering are certain newspapers and 
magazines which, it is understood, 
are controlled by the secret Order of 
Jacques Cartier. This powerful organ- 
ization, to which many prominent 
French-Canadians belong, has been ex- 
posed by Jean-Charles Harvey in his 
weekly Le Jour, as the central control 
of isolationist, anti-war, corporatist- 
Fascist action. Its open expression is 
the League for the Defense of Canada, 
its political party is the newly formed 
Bloc Populaire, which entered the na- 
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tional field with three members in the 
House of Commons, but now seems 
likely to revert to provincial action. 
It may simply revive the Action Na- 
tional of several years ago, and stand 
for the independence of Quebec. Its 
aims have been clearly stated by its 
ideological leader, the old man Hentri 
Bourassa, who misses no opportunity 
to express his admiration for the Spain 
of Franco, the Italy of Mussolini, the 
Portugal of Salazar and the France 
of Pétain. 

In the journals directed by these 
people, and supported by the adver- 
tising of many French-Canadian busi- 
ness men, in particular the big depart- 
ment store of Dupuis Fréres, attacks 
on Jews reach their height. Chez Nous, 
which was part of the drive to buy 
only from French-Canadian merchants, 
was suppressed in 1940, but L’Union 
(des consommateurs de Quebec) with 
the same printer, publisher and editor, 
popped up at once in its place. 
L’Union, which is headed by the motto 
“Travail, famille, patrie,” and which 
claims a circulation of 50,000 is on 
display at most newsstands in the 
French city. In it one can read, apro- 
pos of billboards, that “It is the stain 
of indelible ink, the hair in the soup, 
the fly in the milk, the bedbug on the 
white sheet, the Jew in a movement of 
Catholic Action.” On another page, 
“Those who remain deaf to our cam- 
paign to buy of our own people are 
guilty of a national crime because they 
hinder our young people from making 
positions for themselves and founding 
homes, and above all because they 
permit the influence of Free-masonry, 
Bolshevism, and Judaism among us.” 

If Premier Godbout sends a polite 
letter to a Jewish society on an anni- 
versary, L’Oeil prints a letter attack- 
ing him. La Boussole says “On the 
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banks of the St. Lawrence as on the. 
banks of the Volga, the Jews sabotage 
Christianity.” Mr. Harvey is constant- 
ly abused, as ‘‘valet and slave, on all 
fours before the Jews.” Certain promi- 
nent Jews, such as the Bronfmans who 
manufacture Seagram’s whiskey, are 
singled out for reference, in little 
squibs such as “Diminution of liquor 
production? What then will become 
of our good friend Samuel Bronf- 
man?” Or the Steinburg groceries 
take a beating: “It is disgusting to see 
these Jews pose as philanthropists. 
Such is the case of the Steinburg stores 
which have been the chief reasons for 
the disappearance of hundreds of 
French-Canadian corner groceries by 
their dishonest competition.” La Presse, 
the biggest French daily, is scolded for 


taking Steinburg advertising. Le De- . 


voir, the extremely well-written daily, 
read by the intelligentsia, takes a subt- 
ler line. It supports the Bloc Popu- 
laire, opposes sending Canadian troops 
out of Canada, women working in 
munitions. It glorifies the life of the 
peasant. And it never misses a chance 
to refer to Litvinov as “this Russian 
Jew, whose real name is not Litvinov, 
married to an Englishwoman also 
probably of Semitic origin.” When a 
mediator named Carl Goldenberg was 
sent to Montreal in the tramways 
strike, The Devoir proclaimed him 
‘ni Anglais, ni Francais.” It is the 
endless repetition which is so bitterly 
effective. 

The results have been plenty. Last 
Spring when the plebiscite on con- 
scription was taken, there were several 
riots in the city, in which the cry “A 
bas les Juifs’”” was heard more loudly 
than “A bas la conscription.” For 
weeks windows in Jewish stores were 
broken night after night. French-Ca- 
nadians assure one that Churchill’s 
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cabinet is Jewish, that Roosevelt has 
sold out to the Jews, being one him- 
self, of course. Or one hears remarks 
like “If Churchill bombs Cologne, 
maybe he’ll finish off the Jews.” In 
the Laurentian country, many inns put 
up the sign “Pas de Juifs.” There has 
been violence in some of the villages, 
which in one case was traced directly 
back to a Montreal Fascist group. In 
Quebec City, the citizens of St. Coeur 
ward “learned with surprise mingled 
with fear” that a synagogue was to be 
erected there. They protested that “we 
do not hold with anti-Semitism, but~”. 

This spreading evil has not gone 
without protest. Le Canada, organ of 
the Liberal party, as well as Le Jour, 
have fought against it. The Cardinal 
has spoken for charity to Jewish refu- 
gees, and against Nazi cruelty. In 1936 
a Jesuit priest wrote a booklet expos- 
ing the fraud of the Protocols of Zion. 
Jacques Maritain’s essay on anti-Semi- 
tism has been widely quoted. But 
these are sporadic efforts—the enemy 
never lets up. 

In the English community we 
might look to find strong leadership 
against race prejudice. If we do, we 
will have to use a microscope to find 
it. McGill University decided back in 
1932 that something had to be done 
about the increasing number of Jews 
in the student body. So now every 
such boy or girl knows he has to get 
an entrance mark of 75% while his 
Gentile brother can get in with 60%. 
The medical school is informally lim- 
ited to 10% or so Jewish. Now that 
students are scarcer from the U. S. A., 
a gitl with two years’ preparation has 
a better chance of admission than a 
Jewish boy with four. As an interest- 
ing sidelight, a young man from New 
York was surprised to find a Negro 
taking his interneship in a hospital 
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where white women were cared for. 
He remarked that would be quite im- 
possible in New York. In Canada 
Negroes are not numerous enough to 
form a problem. French-Canadians 
commonly express deep sympathy for 
Negroes under American oppression, 
as well as for the people of India under 
British. 

No English papers attack Jews as 
such. The discrimination is social 
and unorganized, but it is there 
none the less. Now when the city 
is overcrowded, Jewish residents of 
Montreal find it very hard to get 
apartments. A wealthy woman on the 
Committee for Refugee Children re- 
marked that ‘“we certainly don’t want 
to increase Canada’s Jewish popu- 
lation.” We didn’t increase it either. 
One woman’s club has in its constitu- 
tion the phrase “Members to be eli- 
gible to this organization must not 
create racial prejudice.” Nicely put, 
isn’t it? Everyone knows what it 
means. 

In spite of the feeling which has 
been artificially stimulated among the 
French, the average Jew prefers to 
live among them rather than among 
the English—whatever they have been 
taught to think of his race, they usu- 
ally accept him with more friendli- 
ness. In one little back town, a Jew 
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has kept the village store for twenty- 
five years. At first he had a little 
trouble. He brought suit for defama- 
tion against a man, won $25, gave it 
to the parish priest for charity, and 
has been an accepted member of so- 
ciety since. From being Mr. Rabino- 
vitch he has become M’sieu Robin. A 
French girl will work in a Jewish store, 
and chat with her Jewish neighbors— 
but she would die before she would 
go to the Jewish hospital. She would 
be criticized for that. 

Anti-Semitism is a disease. Europe 
rotted with it, ready for the Nazi con- 
quest. England has resisted it, and 
the measure of her success is her pres- 
ent unity. America is infected. No- 
where more than in Quebec has it 
been used to set man against his neigh- 
bor. Quebec needs anti-toxin, as does 
all the land. The sources of printed 
poison should be dried up by law; the 
journals that spread race hatred all 
suppressed. Anti-Semitism should be 
a crime in law as it is in morals. Most 
of all is needed a steady stream of 
counter-propaganda which will ex- 
plain to the people of the country who 
have never seen a Jew, as well as to 
those of the city who work beside him, 
that Jews are people like everybody 
else, and that anti-Semitism is enemy 


propaganda. 


Our first task is to restore to liberalism its own dynamic and its own 
prophetic genius. We need conversion within ourselves. Only by some 
such revolution can we be seized by a prophetic power that will enable us 
to proclaim both the judgment and the love of God. Only by some such 
conversion can we be possessed by a love that will not let us go. And 
when that has taken place, we shall know that it is not our wills alone that 
have acted; we shall know that the ever-living Creator and Re-creator has 
again been brooding over the face of the deep and out of the depths 


bringing forth new life. 


JAMES LUTHER ADAMS 


BAPTISTS AND FUNCTIONAL UNION 


By HILLYER H. STRATON 


—Protestantism grew out of the fact that the church of the 
middle ages was operating on a law of diminishing returns. 


Hive CHURCHES with a congre- 
gational polity and Baptists in 
particular any contribution to make to 
the ecumenical movement? From the 
beginning the Faith and Order move- 
ment has had an Anglican fragrance. 
Free churchmen who have taken part 
in the conferences from Lausanne on- 
ward have testified that they did not 
always feel completely at home. How- 
ever, churches with a congregational 
polity for nearly four hundred years 
now have given a concrete illustration 
of how to work together in all spir- 
itual and functional union while at the 
same time maintaining organizational 
freedom for the local congregation. 
Mission boards of Disciples, Congre- 
gationalists and Baptists are as effi- 
cient as mission boards of more closely 
integrated groups such as the Pres- 
byterian or Episcopal. 

Functional union is seen in worship, 
the ministry, Christian fellowship and 
co-operative enterprises. Within a par- 
ticular congregational denomination 
the local church is an entity respon- 
sible to no other group yet it delights 
to have Christians of all faiths worship 
with it. The local church ordains men 
to the ministry. This ordination, 
though a matter of the local church, 
is recognized by other churches of a 
like order. Members transfer their 
membership freely from one local 
body to the other. The local churches 
band together to carry on effectively 
missionary and co-operative enter- 
prises. With the exception of close 
communionists among Baptists (inci- 
dentally rapidly on the wane) the 


Lord’s Supper is freely shared. The 
other ordinance, that of baptism, raises 
questions that must be separately dis- 
cussed. This spiritual and functional 
union between the churches does work. 
It works despite difference in doctrinal 
emphasis that would prove insuper- 
able if union between two separate de- 
nominations were considered. 
Christians are familiar with organi- 
zational union and the problems it in- 
volves. To get Christians together 
across denominational lines involves 
often radical adjustment in procedure 
and sometimes in faith that may prove 
harmful if not insuperable. Those of 
us raised in the congregational tradi- 
tion have always been fearful of or- 
ganizational union. We see in it an 
ecclesiastical control which church his- 
tory has taught us to fear. We feel 
that Christians who are interested in 
organizational union have done much 
wishful thinking. They are overim- 
pressed by the organizational unity of 
the Roman Church. The unity of the 
Roman Catholic Church is a fact but 
there is a question whether this unity 
produces a corresponding spiritual 
power. Union is advisable when two 
times two equals five but not when 
two times two equals three. Many spir- 
itually minded persons are far from 
being convinced that organic union 
would promote greater efficiency for 
the church universal. Modern industry 
has found that supercolossal organiza- 
tions are not always the most efficient. 
They have discovered that there is a 
law of diminishing returns which be- 
gins to operate when the organization 
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reaches a certain size. Protestantism 
grew out of the fact that the church 
of the middle ages was operating on 
a law of diminishing spiritual returns. 

It can be accepted as axiomatic that 
unification where there is no coercion 
or reduction of cherished principles 
can be of great value. This is true un- 
less efficiency would be curtailed by 
such a union. In 1910 the Free Will 
Baptists and Northern Baptists were 
most wise in uniting their forces. There 
is no reason to doubt the essential 
wisdom of the recent Methodist mer- 
ger, except insofar as the Methodists 
have endeavored to coerce dissenting 
Methodist-Protestant churches. The 
latter action has been most unfortu- 
nate. Christians who have valued their 
independence have viewed this work- 
ing out of authoritarian, overhead con- 
trol with alarm. A vigorous Christian- 
ity can never be built on a Least Com- 
mon Denominator. 

Will functional and spiritual unity 
while maintaining organizational free- 
dom work between larger groups? A 
case in point is the relation of North- 
ern with Southern Baptists. For all 
church purposes there is complete 
union. Pastors as well as members 
transfer from one convention to the 
other with the greatest freedom. How- 
ever mission and promotional work is 
carried on separately. Those who have 
made a study of the question say that 
general Kingdom efficiency would 
probably be curtailed by an organiza- 
tional union of the two bodies the 
adjustments necessary to which would 
outweigh whatever advantage might 
ensue. 

Baptists will probably continue their 
various major organizational divisions. 
This does not mean that they will have 
less unity for they already consider 
themselves united. It is a spiritual and 
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functional union. Similar bodies of 
Baptists that have maintained a sep- 
arate existence such as the General 
Baptists, will in all likelihood merge 
with the larger groups. This happened 
when the Free Will Baptists joined 
with Northern Baptists to the mutual 
advantage of both. 

What about the relation of Baptists 
with Disciples of Christ? There is 
every likelihood that Northern Bap- 
tists and the Disciples of Christ will 
find some basis of rapprochement. A 
most significant series of papers has 
recently been exchanged between Bap- 
tists, Congregationalists and Disciples. 
Although wholly unofficial it shows 
a definite trend. Today the Disciples 
and Baptists both maintain that there 
is no doctrinal difference between 
them. 

The thing to be remembered always 
is that we can have spiritual and func- 
tional union almost immediately if we 
will begin to think in those terms. 
Apart from the question of organiza- 
tional union it is quite certain that the 
two bodies will work and worship to- 
gether ever more closely. This is seen 
in the new joint hymnal recently pub- 
lished by the Disciples and the Bap- 
tists. 

It is rather interesting that Congre- 
gationalists and Baptist-Disciples have 
not had greater fellowship with one 
another for they both have a common 
heritage of persecution and search for 
religious freedom. The lack of fel- 
lowship can only be explained on the 
ground of Baptist abhorrence, it is 
not too strong a word, of infant bap- 
tism. Disciples, Congregationalists 
and Baptists have the same type of 
church government and much the same 
background yet Baptists particularly 
will be cautious about union with Con- 
gregationalists because of Baptist in- 
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sistence upon believer's baptism as an 
essential Christian witness. 
Congregationalists are today giving 
this matter very serious thought as 
witnessed by the statement of Douglas 
Horton in Christendom for Autumn 
1940 where he says, “Viewed simply 
as a symbol, it is surely an incontro- 
vertible fact that immersion stimulates 
the imagination and excites the spirit 
to the importance and dignity of the 
act far more than the customary Con- 
gregational form of sprinkling.” 
Though present-day Baptist and Dis- 
ciples recognize the value for the pa- 
rents of infant dedication and regu- 
larly have such dedicatory services, 
they are still highly scandalized by in- 
fant baptism with all that it involves 
of admission into the church without 
the consent of the person involved or 


the possibility of his confession of 
faith. Though for practical purposes 
church membership is not complete 
until confirmation, still infant baptism 
is a hold-over from superstitious 
mediaevalism. For the primary pro- 
test of Baptist and Disciples has al- 
ways been against infant baptism rath- 
er than the mode of sprinkling. 
Forward-looking Baptists believe 
that functional union is possible now. 
They hold that an organizational union 
of adjustment would not necessarily 
be to Kingdom interests. However, 
they are persuaded of two things: the 
church of the future will not be the 
church of today; and the church of 
the future whatever its form will be 
just as much the bride of Christ as is 
the present church, or as was the New 


_ Testament church. 


The Italian official Stefani Agency on March 12, 


1943, gave the news that fwe Italian prelates headed 
by Bishop Bartolomasi were received by Mussolini 
and rewarded by him for having participated in 
improving the cultivation of the silk worm. Bishop 
Bartolomasi, speaking in the name of two hundred 
and thirty Italian bishops and parish priests who had 
participated in the same work, said: “Duce, the 
members of the clergy affirm their faith in the victory 
against the enemies of religion and protest against 
the damages caused to the silk worms by the brutal 
attacks of the enemy air force.” 

None of such manifestations would be allowed 
to the Italian Clergy by the Pope if the Pope were 
not “‘leniently” disposed towards the Fascist regime. 

GAETANO SALVEMINI 


NO FUNDS FOR "RELIGIOUS" SCHOOLS 


By BENJAMIN C. MARSH 


—Statement to Senate Committee on Education and Labor by 
the Executive Secretary of People’s Lobby, Inc. 


ieee BILL (S. 637) should be 
amended to stipulate definitely 
that not one cent of funds appropriat- 
ed for instruction, or construction of 
schools, shall go to Catholic schools, 
or any other private schools, or for 
assistance to pupils in such schools. 


Self-respecting church organizations 
do not ask Federal aid for their 
non-government schools, and others 
shouldn’t get it. 


The furore over teaching Ameri- 
can history in our schools is partly 
synthetic, but now is a good time to 
stress the basic American doctrine of 
separation of Church and State. This 
is essential for the survival of either, 
and both. 


The issue is peculiarly pregnant 
now, since it was largely the pressure 
of the Catholic Hierarchy, with its in- 
fluence here, which led the President 
seeking the Catholic vote, to back Hit- 
Jer and Mussolini in Spain, where we 
could, legally, have put an effective 
crimp in their aggressive ambitions. 


We didn’t and we got a big war 
in which the Administration has 
changed sides, since the war started 


in Spain, and we may be asked to 
change sides again, despite the talk 
about “unconditional surrender.” 


The issue is accentuated by the 
missions of Myron C. Taylor to the 
Vatican, and the prolonged political 
journey of Archbishop Spellman to the 
Vatican, to Franco, and to interme- 
diate points. 


American taxpayers won't stand 
for any more withholding taxes to 
subsidize non-government schools, 
while millions of children satisfied to 
be just Americans, are so severely ra- 
tioned on their educational oppor- 
tunities. 


If there are parents of children, 
not satisfied to have their children just 
Americans, they should pay for their 
tastes, Or move out. 


We Americans cheerfully pay bil- 
lions for defense of our principles, 
but don’t feel called upon to pay taxes 
for those who are not satisfied to be 
Americans. 


If this bill is amended to limit 
Federal aid to government public 
schools, and is again defeated, the 
people will know whom to blame. 


The more determined the political action of all democratic 
peoples, the sooner will the victory be won. 


POLITICAL RELIGION IN MEXICO 


By DAVID LORD 


—That the Catholic Church in Mexico is determined to turn back the clock 


is openly admitted by the associate editor of The Tablet, the Rev. Jerome 
Holland, who after a visit to Mexico wrote, on April 17th: “The hope- 
fulness in the outlook for the Mexican Church is that the benignity of 
the Camacho Administration may be continued on into the Administration 
which will follow Camacho, so that the church may be able to renew 
its internal strength, fill the depleted ranks of its priesthood and sister- 
hoods and so affect the course of public opinion that a return to the old 
conditions of persecution will be impossible... The Mexican Catholic 
is determined to make the most of the opportunities that the present 


respite from active persecution affords him . . 


HAT HAS the Church to show 

for its more than four hundred 
years of religious sway in Mexico? 
For one thing, a brutal, un-Christian 
separation of classes into ruler and 
ruled such as can be found nowhere 
else in the Western World. For an- 
other, a poverty so widespread and 
deep that people who have not ex- 
perienced it in the flesh can really have 
no conception of its vast destructive- 
ness and horror. For another, the di- 
version into radical political channels 
of the religious ideals of the young, 
a phenomenon noted in all countries 
where the church neglects or disowns 
the essentially revolutionary social 
function of Christianity. For another, 
the decay of the church and the decline 
of religion as a way of life. For still 
another, the popular belief that the 
church is linked always with the foes 
of good government, with the dicta- 
tors, with the enemies of the people. 
And for still another, the growing be- 
lief that most of the bloodshed in 
Mexico’s bloody history can be traced 
to the doors of the church. 


me A 


One could fill whole pages with 


_ these negative aspects of Mexican ec- 


clesiasticism. The point is that they 
are the real ones, the ones which show 
us why the church has failed in 
Mexico. 

The gulf between rich and poor in 
Mexico is such as to defy description. 
The Southern Negro, for example, is 
in an enviable position compared to 
the Mexican peon. Let me illustrate 
this with a few practical examples. 

A speeding car runs over an old man 
on one of the roads near Mexico City. 
The driver, infuriated by the occur- 
rence, alights from his car and covers 
the old man with abuse, while a few 
Indian women come down from the 
near-by village to carry the mangled 
wretch away to his bed of pain or 
death. 

A poor Indian woman is run over 
by an automobile in the center of 
Mexico City. People look on curiously, 
but make no move to assist. Only an 
Indian! 

If we transfer these scenes to the 
United States, even to the South, we 
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will note at once what a deep gulf 
lies between our so-called Christian 
civilization and that of Mexico. A 
gulf which shows us clearer than 
words could do, what the church might 
have done in Mexico and what it 
failed to do, which shows us that 
Mexico today, paradoxical though it 
may seem, is still in the pre-Christian 
stage of development. 

The church has failed in Mexico be- 
cause the people associate it in their 
minds with a civilization whose sym- 
bols are the brutal car-driver and the 
cruel indifferent crowd mentioned in 
the above instances. 

In his able essay on the economic 
and social history of Mexico, Luis 
Chavez Orozco lists the various classes 
which benefited from the system of 
feudal exploitation prevalent in Mexi- 
co during the colonial period. The 
clergy is listed first. In another list he 
shows that the clergy was predomi- 
nantly white and foreign. Hence, his- 
torically, the clergy was a foreign 
ruling class from the standpoint of the 
Mexican people, and this impression 
has never been erased from their 
minds. 

Too, the people of Mexico have 
been forced to look upon the church 
as a political rather than a religious 
power because of its unceasing pre- 
occupation with political problems. 

The great historian Justo Sierra il- 
lustrates this political activity very ef- 
fectively when he says, with reference 
to the period of the Reform: “. . . it 
is only necessary to remember that the 
Church, by excommunicating all those 
who obeyed the law and the Constitu- 
tion, openly authorized the violation 
of the civil laws.” 

Benito Juarez, referring to the law 
of November 23, 1855 which deprived 
the ecclesiastical courts of the right 
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to interfere in civil matters, speaks of 
the “open warfare” waged against him 
by the church in this respect, stating 
that he was publicly branded as a 
“heretic” and a “proscript’’ by the 
church authorities. 

Don Lazaro de la Garza y Balles- 
teros, archbishop of Mexico in the 
time of Juarez, sums up the position 
of the church with respect to consti- 
tutional curbs on the ecclesiastical 
power when he declares such laws to 
be “contrary to the will of the Church 

. valueless, null and void... all 
who make use of them are subject to 
the penalties and punishments pro- 
vided by the Church.” 

Alfonso Teja Zabre reveals the eco- 
nomic realities. underlying this con- 
stant struggle between Church and 
State when he states in his standard 
“History of Mexico” that “the na- 
tionalization of the wealth of the cler- 
gy was the beginning of the economic 
redemption of Mexico.” 

When in our day Vicente Lom- 
bardo Toledano speaks of the system 
of property that prevailed in Mexico 
from the middle of the sixteenth cen- 
tury to the middle of the nineteenth, 
of “landed property held almost in the 
form of a monopoly by the church,” 
he reveals why the people of Mexico, 
whose lands were taken from them by 
the priests, look upon the church as 
an enemy. 

When I recently talked to Lombar- 
do Toledano about the church situ- 
ation, he told me how the people in 
the rural districts had begun to paint 
and decorate the schoolhouses just as 
they used to paint the churches. 

“The schoolhouse is taking the place 
of the church ‘in the hearts of the 
people,” he said. “It means more to 
them than the church—from the re- 
ligious standpoint even. When they 
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decorate the schoolhouse with their 
paintings—and the union buildings 
also—it means that they attach the 
same spiritual significance to them that 
they formerly attached to the churches.” 

Lombardo Toledano is the acknowl- 
edged leader of the popular forces in 
Mexico today, and the Catholic Church, 
speaking through its subsidized organ 
Novedades, brands him publicly as 
an enemy of law and order. He has 
come to occupy a position analogous 
to that of Juarez—‘“‘el demonio’”’—and 
his life of dedication to the cause of 
the poor and humble has earned him 
the thorough-going hatred of the en- 
trenched ecclesiastical authorities. 

“The church has directed all its hate 
against the rural teacher because he is 
becoming the center of village life,” 
Lombardo told me. ‘Every one comes 
to him for advice just as they used to 
come to the priest. There is this dif- 
ference, that the teacher gives and 
gives, and frequently gives his life 
to his cause, while the priest was 
nothing but a collector of tithes and 
taxes. The people have been quick to 
note this difference.” 

That a political church withers a- 
way in the face of even partial social 
reform has been clearly demonstrated 
by the religious situation in the La- 
guna district, where the most effective 
land reforms have been carried out. 

“We don’t even have chapels up 
there,” Dionisio Encina, leading po- 
litical figure who directed the strike re- 
sulting in the land reforms, told me 
recently. “There is no religious prob- 
lem in the Laguna, because the priests 
have disappeared. The people now 
know who their enemies were, and 
the priests won’t find it so easy to 
worm back into their confidence.” 

The Mexican church has not known 
Reformation in the historical sense. 
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It has not moved forward with the 
times, and still dreams of a return to 
the past. For example, the churches 
of Mexico inaugurated a special season 
of prayer “for the real liberation of the 
Church” during the recent stormy elec- 
tion period in which Almazan of the 
right and Camacho of the left dis- 
puted the question of further rights 
for the people or return to the old 
forms of dictatorship which marked 
“the real liberty of the Church” in the 
past. Throughout Mexico the support 
of Almazan by the church was taken 
for granted, and this support effec- 
tively tagged him as a reactionary of 
the Santa Anna-Diaz-de la Huerta type 
for the common people of the country. 

The spirit of Christianity is at work 
in Mexico today, and the Mexican 


_people are on the move toward a bet- 


ter life, but they are traveling a road 
that leads away from the church, not 
toward it. They are traveling away 
from the church because the church 
long ago sealed its ears and closed its 
heart to their pleas, because the church 
no longer has anything to offer but 
the shackles and servitudes of the past. 

Christianity is coming to Mexico 
over the empty shell of the Mexican 
church. Priestly robes are conspicu- 
ously absent when the National Con- 
gress for the Defense of Mother and 
Child meets in Mexico City. All day 
long weary peasant mothers and dirty 
crying children jam the galleries of 
the Palace of Fine Arts (I have sat 
there with them) and listen to the end- 
less speakers. When they return home 
they carry a secret — the Christian 
secret that is the beginning of a new 
life for them. That secret is the secret 
that Christianity has always known, 
the. secret that the Mexican church 
never knew how to impart: knowledge 
that someone cares, that one’s suffer- 
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ings have some meaning in the uni- 
verse, that even a mighty government 
can interest itself in a poor mother 
and her child. 

Young idealists now turn to the 
teaching profession instead of the 
priesthood in Mexico. More than 
twenty thousand rural teachers now 
carry the message of the new Chris- 
tianity to the Mexican country-side. 
These teachers—most of them young 
men and women just out of their 
teens — face persecution and even 
death from the Mexican church and 
its followers as they carry the new 
Gospel of learning to the masses. 

One of the great lessons of history 
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is that institutions of religion cannot 
interfere in purely political affairs 
without contamination and eventual 
ruin. Political religion very quickly 
degenerates into anti-religion, and this 
is the great historical error of the 
Mexican church. Within its own 
sphere religion can claim infallibility, 
but it cannot claim it outside that 
sphere. And when any religion finds 
itself at variance with the legitimate 
aspirations of the people, as was seen 
a short time ago in Spain, and as can 
now be seen in Mexico, it has ceased 
to be religion and has become merely 
another secular arm of secular political 
powers and machinations. 


PLEASE FORWARD TO CASABLANCA 


By JOSEPH BRAININ 


A letter to André Maurois, en route to 
Giraud’s Headquarters in North Africa. 


|heenee MANY of my contemporaries, 
I have lost my taste for writers 
whose intellectual exercises bear no 
relation to their life and actions. No 
wonder, then, that your novels and 
biographies left me cold. Long be- 
fore I met you personally I sensed the 
spuriousness of your work. But for 
many years the American reading pub- 
lic knew you as a distinguished repre- 
sentative of French literature. An im- 
portant niche in modern letters had 
been assigned to your books. More 
than that: To many of the unsuspect- 
ing intelligentsia you were the per- 
sonification of the Epicurean Euro- 
pean, whose causeries on life, love and 
death were the very essence of French 
culture. 

Now that you have accepted a 


propaganda job in General Giraud’s 
“government,” many of your well- 
meaning readers are at a loss to find 
the connection between your eloquent 
patriotism and this betrayal of French 
culture. They do not know you. I do. 

All your life you have been a climb- 
ing opportunist, embracing causes after 
they had found overwhelming accept- 
ance, yet assuming an air of battling 
against dangerous odds. You were 
always careful not to wet your toes 
in waters troubled by controversies. 
You observed an admirable restraint 
at all times, consistently managing to 
avoid taking a stand when the count 
was close. With uncanny perspicacity 
you never gave up Pétain as a lost 
cause. 

Besides, there is another phase of 
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your life which in my view smacks of 
_ cowardice. All your life you have 
with meticulous care covered up the 
traces of your Jewish ancestry. Fran- 
tically, though with great perseverance 
and efficiency, you buried your Jewish 
heritage so well and so deep that until 
recently only a few of your friends 
suspected that you belonged to the 
yellow-badged people. 

When French men of letters, moved 
by the tragic destiny of Israel, spoke 
out to protest in the name of the then 
free France, you again managed to 
escape being counted. Most skilfully 
—I admit that you are a very adroit 
diplomat—you always sidestepped all 
embarrassing questions about your per- 
secuted people. 

You scrupulously kept out of sight 
anything that might have reminded 
you of your Jewish origin. You ex- 
plained this to me in an interview— 
that as a native Alsatian who now be- 
longed to France body and soul you 
could no longer bear the Teutonic 
patronymic of Emile Herzog (your 
original name). 

I am not trying to drag you by your 
coat tails to the bosom of the martyred 
people from whom you spring. They 
are better off without you. Had you 
adhered to your past course they would 
have been only too willing to forget 
you, these brothers of the millions of 
men, women and children whom Hit- 
ler, with the collaboration of his adept 
disciples—and your friends—of Vichy, 
has murdered in the ghettos and con- 
centration camps of Europe. 

But you, who until now have tre- 
fused to suffer the slightest discomfort 
for the sake of any Jew, now permit 
yourself to be used against your own 
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race. I refer to your offer to serve 
Giraud in North Africa.* Your readi- 
ness to identify yourself with the man 
who refuses to restore Algerian Jewry 
to full French citizenship must be 
branded as what it is: Betrayal of the 
Jewish people. 

You, a member of the Forty Im- 
mortals of the French Academy, whose 
biographies of Chateaubriand and of 
Voltaire were hailed as belonging to 
the best of contemporary French let- 
ters—surely you must understand why 
Giraud hastened to reinstate you and 
accept your collaboration. Marshal 
Pétain’s puppet did not call you to 
his side because of his appreciation of 
your “sensitive” novels and scholarly 
biographies. Nor was this military 
successor to Admiral Darlan impressed 
with your military record. General 
Giraud is a shrewder politician than 
a military leader. Having been ex- 
posed as a long-range anti-Semitic 
planner, he is eager to point to a Jew 
on his staff. Jews are rare in the ranks 
of Giraud’s official family. He is 
truly badly in need of a Jew he can 
trust implicitly—to betray his own peo- 
ple. So he sought you out. Somebody 
probably called his attention to the 
Herzog skeleton in your closet. Or 
perhaps one of his Vichy adjutants 
remembered your moving article about 
“Pétain, the Savior of France’ in a 
1940 issue of Life. You also quali- 
fied because the gentlemen in Casa- 
blanca recalled that, with your custom- 
ary ease, you had managed to escape 
being counted among the supporters 
of the Fighting French in the United 
States. In any event, even though 
your military record was far from 
brilliant, your political record, snow- 


* André Maurois recently was reinstated as a Captain in the French Army by 
General Henri Honoré Giraud, and is now on his way to North Africa. 
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white as Marshal Pétain’s mustache, 
was made to order for Giraud, Pey- 
routon et Cie. 

You will be expected to help Gen- 
eral Giraud as a liaison officer with the 
British government. The Vichy men 
have not forgotten that during World 
War I you served in that capacity be- 
tween the French and British general 
staffs. Your contacts should prove use- 
ful. Besides, your biographies of 
Shelley, Byron and Disraeli (over 
whose Jewishness you skimmed ever 
so lightly) enjoyed huge sales in Eng- 
land. Your love for England, being 
above suspicion, eminently fits you to 
“sell” Giraud to the British. 

Your mission in North Africa is 
an important one indeed. Your first 
assignment will be to whitewash Gen- 
eral Giraud’s anti-Semitism. That will 
be easy. From the day of your arrival 
in North Africa the General will be 
able to reply to all embarrassing que- 
ries concerning his anti-Jewish attitude 
with the stock phrase that some of his 
“best friends and collaborators are 
Jews.”” Your next job will be to sell 
out De Gaulle. That will be more 
difficult. The British people—though 
their government’s memory is short— 
have a warm spot for the leader of 
the Fighting French. But your real 
mission is to sell Giraud to your 
Anglo-American reading public. Here 
your huge vocabulary of democratic 
phrases and your seductive style will 
prove invaluable. True, you will have 
to prove that black is white and that 
the abrogator of the Crémieux law is 
really a liberal. You will also have 
to serve a new theory to your eager 
public—that a certain brand of Hitler- 
less Fascism is really akin to the 
French tradition. But in this phase of 
your propaganda you will have the 
unflinching support of our own State 
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Department. With the aid of the 
Messrs. Welles and Berle you may go 
very far indeed towards achieving 
your goal. That your work will entail 
disowning the Jews, denying the 
France of Liberté, Egalité et Frater- 
nité and ignoring the true meaning of 
democracy is but a minor matter to a 
writer as dexterous as you. 


Guided by your keen sense of his- 
tory, you have chosen a very opportune 
time for your mission to Africa. The 
Nazi hordes have been smashed in 
Tunisia. Soon the slogan of military 
expediency in our dealings with the 
Vichy men of Casablanca will have 
to be discarded. A new interpretation 
of Giraud is needed for the disillu- 
sioned anti-Fascists of America and 
England. You, one of the Forty Im- 
mortals of France, are summoned to 
create it. 


I hope your conscience will not 
trouble you on your way to Africa. 
It would really be too sad if the ghosts 
of the slaughtered millions of Hitler’s 
victims were to spoil your trip, a po- 
etic description of which you will 
probably write for some big-circula- 
tion magazine. 


Not so long ago I interviewed you 
on Nazism and the persecution of the 
Jews. You surely remember it, be- 
cause you felt very much annoyed with 
me. A shadow of irritation darkened 
your forehead when I tried to evoke 
from you a condemnation of the re- 
gime that had imprisoned Blum, Her- 
riot, Mandel and the others. You 
looked up angrily, as if I had tres- 
passed on forbidden ground, and then 
solemnly answered: “I am a writer, 
not a politician.” 

Today, having donned the Giraud 
uniform, you are only a politician who 
has undertaken a dirty job. 


THE FAILURE OF AN INVESTIGATION 


By DR. JOSHUA BLOCH 


—We publish Dr. Bloch’s statement because we regard it as the most 


authoritative document yet issued on a question that has perplexed many 
of the readers and friends of THE PROTESTANT. On November 30, 1942 
THE PROTESTANT established a Textbook Commission to Eliminate Anti- 
Semitic Statement in American Textbooks. This action was impelled 
by the sad but incontrovertible fact that no headway had been made by 
existing committees and organizations in the cleansing of Sunday School 
and parochial school textbooks of un-American, hate-breeding propaganda. 

The work of our Textbook Commission encountered many obstacles, 
put in its way primarily by organizations which felt that the very existence 
of our Commission constituted a reproach and criticism of their inactivity. 
Soon after our Commission began to function it was made the target of 
attacks and calumnies by organizations which should have welcomed our 
entry into a field that is only too badly in need of a new, forceful and 
uncom promising approach. 

On February 4th the National Conference of Christians and Jews 
released a statement which unequivocally claimed that the work of 
eliminating anti-Semitic passages from religious textbooks had been suc- 
cessfully completed. 

Dr. Joshua Bloch, a perseverant scholar thoroughly familiar with the 
problems that confront an organization such as our Textbook Commission, 
investigated the claim of the National Conference of Christians and 
Jews. His findings, based on the indisputable text of documents per- 


taining to his quest for the truth, speak for themselves —K.L. 


HE New York Times in its issue 

of February 4, 1943, published an 
extensive news story under the cap- 
tion: “10 Year Drive Cuts Bias in 
Textbooks.” Obviously released by the 
National Conference of Christians and 
Jews, this story claimed that: 

A ten-year campaign sponsored by 
educational leaders representing Protes- 
tant, Catholic and Jewish groups has 
proved successful in eliminating from 
the public, private and parochial school 
textbooks of the United States virtually 
all passages regarded as biased from the 
standpoint of race or religion. 

Clergymen and educators, working 
quietly, have succeeded in changing the 
approach toward racial and religious 
questions taken by textbook writers and 
publishers. This has been done by agree- 
ing upon and pointing out the existence 


of anti-Catholic, anti-Protestant or anti- 

Jewish passages. Now almost no com- 

plaints are raised concerning public text- 

books, and few regarding the private or 
parochial school books. 

In that same statement the Rev. Dr. 
Willard Johnson, assistant to the presi- 
dent of the National Conference, gen- 
erously acknowledges the cooperation 
in this textbook work of the Federal 
Council of Churches of Christ in 
America, the International Council of 
Religious Education and the Ameri- 
can Jewish Committee. 

A few days later an editorial in the 
New York Times under the heading 
“In Our Best Tradition” commended 
the National Conference of Christians 
and Jews, saying that the conditions 
were relieved through “friendly, intel- 
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ligent meetings between educators, 
textbook writers and publishers’ and 
that as a result of “a quietly conducted 
campaign anti-Catholic and  anti- 
Semitic references have to a large ex- 
tent disappeared from church or school 
textbooks.” 

The claim made by the National 
Conference aroused wide interest. 
Teachers and preachers, writers and 
lecturers, students and scholars and 
many average readers turned to me 
with inquiries. Invariably I was asked 
to secure “a list of Catholic textbooks, 
Bible histories and church histories 
from which anti-Semitic passages had 
been removed.” These requests came 
in various forms. Some wrote for it; 
others phoned or called in person in 
search of information pertaining to 
the revision of textbooks used in Cath- 
olic, Protestant and, believe it or not, 
Jewish religious schools. An eminent 
columnist in a well-known daily and a 
distinguished lecturer asked for a list 
“of the actual statements removed 
from such textbooks as well as the 
titles of such books.” 

Thus I felt it incumbent upon me 
to procure all the data obtainable 
about the entire matter of revision 
of non-Jewish religious textbooks, 
since this is of vital concern to Jews, as 
well as because of my desire to serve 
a large clientele of readers frequent- 
ing the New York Public Library. 
There are, as you know, many books 
on the shelves of the New York Public 
Library which deal with the history 
and experience of the Jews in the days 
of the Old and New Testaments. They 
are constantly consulted by students 
and scholars. They are all of special 
reference value to teachers in religious 
schools, both Christian and Jewish. 
Such teachers, particularly those who 
reside within the City of New York 
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and its environs, for the preparation 
of their lessons depend, to a very large 
extent, upon the books which they are 
able to obtain in the Reference De- 
partment of the New York Public 
Library. We are always eager to be of 
every possible service to serious read- 
ers who depend upon the resources 
of the Library. 

I recalled that some years ago a 
New York rabbi, now occupying a 
prominent pulpit in a Western city, 
told me of efforts made by the Na- 
tional Conference of Christians and 
Jews to bring about the elimination of 
anti-Semitic statements from religious 
and public school texts. Accordingly 
on February 3, 1943 (strangely enough, 
one day before the N. Y. T7mes story), 
I addressed a letter to the Rev. Dr. 
Everett R. Clinchy, President of the 
National Conference of Christians and 
Jews, Inc. The letter reads: 

In recent days there have come to 
me a number of inquiries pertaining to 
the suggestion to bring about revision 
of textbooks used in American schools 
in a manner as to eliminate from their 
contents any unfavorable reference to 
the Jews. Whether or not such a move 
is practical or workable is a moot ques- 
tion. I am nevertheless inclined to think 
that there is some merit to the idea. 

I am writing to you in connection with 
the inquiries that I have had because of 
the fact that I have a definite recollec- 
tion of your organization having under- 
taken the performance of a similar task 
some years ago. With what success have 
you met? If a report has been made on 
your findings, is that report available and 
if so where? 


The content of the letter is clear. 
Nothing mysterious in it. It should 
have been answered promptly. Un- 
fortunately it received no attention. 
It was followed up with a telephone 
message on February 16, 1943, to Dr. 
Clinchy’s secretary. Again with no 
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results. I thereupon turned to the 
American Jewish Committee in the 


‘hope of meeting with more satisfac- 


tory results. 

I have good reason to believe that 
the National Conference of Christians 
and Jews, Inc., derives its primary finan- 
cial support directly or indirectly from 
the American Jewish Committee, and/ 
or from individuals and agencies de- 
pendent upon the guidance of that 
Committee. Moreover, the American 
Jewish Committee is credited with hav- 
ing worked closely with the National 
Conference of Christians and Jews, 
Inc., in bringing about revision of 
textbooks. 

Accordingly on February 24, 1943, 
I addressed to its secretary, Dr. Morris 
D. Waldman, a communication in 
which I furnished the text of my 
above-quoted letter of February 3, 
1943, to the Rev. Dr. Clinchy, and 
asked that he ‘“‘be good enough to fur- 
nish me with the information” re- 
quested “so that I be in a position to 
meet inquiries . . . pertaining to the 
textbook question. Unless I have your 
reply within a week or so. . . I shall 
advise the various correspondents and 
others that all reports which appeared 
in the newspapers pertaining to the 


revision of textbooks are without basis’ 


in fact.” A copy of my letter to Dr. 
Waldman was forwarded by me to the 
Hon. Joseph M. Proskauer, President 
of the American Jewish Committee, ac- 
companied by a note stating that “I am 
only concerned with obtaining the in- 
formation which many others have 
been seeking from me and which in 
the course of the discharge of my pro- 
fessional duties I am eager to procure. 
The various oral and written requests 
that have come to me are from men 
who have a legitimate interest in the 
matter and several of them are en- 
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gaged in literary and other profes- 
sional endeavors.” 

Both Dr. Waldman and Justice 
Proskauer responded promptly and 
cordially. What is more, I have reason 
to believe that they were instrumental 
in bringing about a “‘pre-dated” reply 
from the National Conference of 
Christians and Jews. Bearing the date 
February 16, 1943, it was not mailed 
before February 26, 1943. The text 
of the letter represents a communica- 
tion which was in all likelihood pre- 
pared and used in a campaign to un- 
dermine whatever material support is 
given to agencies, other than their 
own, engaged in textbook revision ac- 
tivities. I can not withstand the tempta- 
tion of reproducing the content of the 
communication showing how devoid 
of responsiveness it is when compared 
with the inquiry contained in my 
above-quoted letter to the Rev. Dr. 
Clinchy. 

We are answering your letter with 
reference to the work of the recently 
organized Textbook Commission. 

Enclosed you will find several items 
which will provide a background of in- 
formation for our position in the matter. 
Our reply has been delayed due to de- 
lay in printing this material. 

We certainly welcome all efforts to 
eliminate prejudice-creating passages 
from American textbooks. However, we 
insist on the following principles as a 
result of our fifteen years of experience 
in the general field of activity. 

1. Chief activity should concentrate 
on the positive phases of promoting 
good will and understanding through 
(1) the production and use of well pre- 
pared materials, and (2) trained teach- 
ets. Removal of objectionable passages 
is well on the way and will be continued 
by all religious groups and by methods 
tried and tested by years of experience. 
Great advance has been made already. 

2. Correction of materials can be ac- 
complished only by the good will and 
cooperation of all groups concerned. 
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Militant and antagonistic methods de- 
feat the purposes and objectives we all 
desire. 

3. The problem of anti-Semitism 
should not be separated from anti-Cath- 
olicism and anti-Protestantism. Educa- 
tional experts and governmental authori- 
ties who are fighting intolerance agree 
that the segregation of any specific prob- 
lem of prejudice may aggravate it and 
even spread the disease. 

We welcome all efforts to build good 
will if they observe these fundamental 
conditions. 

The National Conference makes no 
claim that all passages conducive to 
prejudice have been removed. (The 
italics are mine—J.B.) However, it 
does say that radical revision has been 
made and that the task is being done by 
those in positions of authority and re- 
sponsibility. If no groups are antagonized 
and the above stated principles are ob- 
served the task can be completed with 
increasing pace. 

In any consideration of textbook 
prejudice, it should be clear that isolated 
passages do not constitute adequate evi- 
dence of bias. It must be demonstrated 
that the general context from which they 
are taken is prejudicial; that they are 
more than exceptional cases in the whole 
field of the kind of textbooks under 
consideration; that the books have more 
than limited use and that there is no 
question as to the prejudiced nature of 
the passages. Up to this point the Text- 
book Commission has quoted a number 
of passages which are not stridently anti- 
Semitic, which may not be so in the 
setting of their contexts and which are 
to be found in books of limited rather 
than widespread use. 

At any rate, we repeat, the most im- 
portant tasks now are the creation of 
materials to promote good will and the 
training of teachers to use these ma- 
terials. A positive program, not a nega- 
tive one, is the present need which the 
Conference is attempting to meet. 


The Reverend Willard Johnson, 
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aware of it and probably anticipated 
the unfavorable impression his “‘an- 
swer’”’ was apt to create. He therefore 
added in his own handwriting the fol- 
lowing postscript: 

An extensive report of the work of 
analysis of objectionable materials made 
between 1932 and 1935 is in the library 
of Drew University, Madison, New 
Jersey. 

A perusal of the extensive report 
referred to in the above-quoted post- 
script proved very disappointing. I 
was therefore prompted to write again 
for the information I was seeking. 
On March 10, 1943, I addressed the 
following communication to Mr. John- 
son: 

In the postscript to your letter ad- 
dressed to me on February 16th, but 
post-marked February 26, 1943, you 
called my attention to an extensive re- 
port of the work of analysis of objec- 
tionable materials in Christian religious 
textbooks which was made between 
1932-1935 at the Library of Drew Uni- 
versity, Madison, New Jersey. I had 
occasion to consult it. It is entitled: 
“A Study of Protestant Church School 
Periodicals for Children, Young People 
and Adults as related to Inter-racial, 
Inter-Cultural Attitudes, 1934-1935,” 
dated 1935. You will notice that the 
years 1932-1933 are not covered in that 
report. Moreover, I find that no text- 
books such as are used in Protestant 
Church schools are surveyed in that re- 
port. As the title indicates it deals with 
periodicals. 

I hope you do not want to trifle with 
me. My concern is with textbooks such 
as your organization reported in the New 
York Times of February 4, 1943 as 
having been revised during a period of 
ten years. Can you supply me with a 
list of those books? If you can not, 
be frank and honest and say so. I do 
not want to mislead people who come 
to me for information on the subject. 


set NOI 


Assistant to the President of the Na- My intention is to assemble the data, 
tional Conference of Christians and correct data at that, upon the whole 
Jews, Inc., was apparently not un- textbook revision “‘project’—a project 
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which frankly speaking seems to have 
been placed now in a very unfavorable 
light. 

Please do not keep me waiting for 
your reply too long. 

This evoked a prompt, but most eva- 
sive and very irrelevant, reply. On 
March 11, 1943, the Rev. Mr. Johnson 
wrote as follows: 

I am sorry that I did not make clear 
to you in my letter of February 16th 
the exact nature of educational materials 
used by Protestant Church schools in 
the United States. As a general proce- 
dure in Protestant Sunday Schools vir- 
tually no textbooks are used. They are 
all printed as pamphlets and periodical 
material. Of course, the teachers use 
background and resource materials in 
book form but these are very limited. 
As far as actual teaching material is 
concerned, the overwhelming majority 
is in pamphlet and periodical form. 
That explains the nature of the study 
of materials between 1934 and 1935. The 
years 1932 to 33 are not covered in the 
report which we mentioned because the 
advance work of organizing the study 
was made during that year. Concentra- 
tion on examination of material was for 
the year 1934 and 1935. 

The entire study was made under the 
direction of Dr. J. V. Thompson of 
Drew Theological Seminary, Madison, 
N. J. It may be that the survey con- 
ducted by the committee included some 
actual textbooks, in regular book form. 
However, since the committee knew 
Protestant materials so well they concen- 
trated on the materials which are actu- 
ally used in the teaching process. 

As you know we are now engaged in 
the process of preparing materials to pro- 
mote good will and understanding. For 
example the enclosed unit for three Sun- 
days during February 1943 was pre- 
pared by myself for use by the High 
School young people of the Northern 
Baptist and Disciples of Christ denomi- 
nation. They are being used in about 
7,000 churches of those two denomina- 
tions. In addition we have had 10,000 
copies reprinted and sent to leaders of 
a number of other denominations. This 
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material will be revised and will be 
incorporated in other pamphlet and peri- 
odical material during months and years 
to come. Then I should like to refer 
you to a book entitled ‘Children of the 
Promise” by Florence Crannell Means 
published by the Friendship Press of 
New York City. This book has been 
used by thousands of church schools in 
the United States. The Teachers Manual 
written by Edna M. Baxter of Hartford 
Seminary is a companion piece to this 
textbook. I should also like to refer 
you to a book entitled “Exploring Our 
Neighborhood” by Mildred Moody 
Eakin published by the Abingdon Press. 
Chapters 8 and 9 of this book will be 
of particular interest to you. 

There is a long list of new materials 
to promote good will among religious 
and racial groups now to be found in 
most of the denominations of the coun- 
try. For example, “Social Action” by 

’ the Congregational Church contains ar- 
ticles regularly on the subject and the 
entire last issue was devoted to the 
theme. This is used in Sunday Schools 
of all Congregational Churches as well 
as in youth and adult discussion and 
study groups. The Methodist publica- 
tions for young people and adults during 
the last year have had more than thirty 
atticles on the subject. 

I trust this will give you sufficient ex- 
planation of the questions in your letter 
of March 10th. I shall be very happy 
to supply you with any further informa- 
tion you may need. 


Comparing the contents of Mr. 
Johnson’s letter in which he states 
that ‘‘as a general procedure in Protes- 
tant Schools virtually no textbooks are 
used” with the report which he had 
given in the columns of The New 
York Times of February 4, 1943, fac- 
similes of which are now being widely 
distributed by the National Confer- 
ence, I can not help reaching the con- 
clusion that a deliberate attempt was 
made to deceive the gullible among 
us with conflicting ‘‘information” 
which seemingly has no basis in fact. 
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If no textbooks are employed in the 
Protestant Schools one surmises that 
the work of revision was confined to 
the textbooks used in Jewish and Cath- 
olic schools. This, I am certain is not 
the case. 

The claim made by the National 
Conference of Christians and Jews, 
Inc., that in cooperation with the 
American Jewish Committee Protes- 
tant textbooks have been purged of 
anti-Semitic references is questionable. 
I am inclined to regard the entire 
matter as a hoax perpetrated upon the 
American public, especially upon Jews. 
There are no textbooks used in Protes- 
tant schools, says the Rev. Willard 
Johnson. He and I know that there 
are such books and they are used in 
Protestant religious schools but some- 
how or other escaped revision. They 
are full of passages objectionable be- 
cause of their anti-Semitic character. 
Let me quote one sentence—a char- 
acteristic example from a Teacher's 
Manual, Course V Part 2 of The Way 
of Good Will by Dorothy La Croix 
Hill, Nashville, The Graded Press, 
1942, page 66: 

The Jew invoked race purity and the 
divine favor to his race as a basis for 
his totalitarian nationalism and _ his 
dream of Messianic world empire. 

Is not this suggestive of the basic claim 
against the Jews contained in the so- 
called Protocols of the Elders of Zion, 
the Bible of contemporary anti-Semi- 
tism? Does one normally expect to 
find such a passage and many others 
like it in a textbook designed to pave 
The Way of Good Will for Protes- 
tants to follow? If this be the achieve- 
ment of ten years of revision of Prot- 
estant textbooks by the National Con- 
ference of Christians and Jews, Inc., 
I am compelled to say the labor was in 
vain and good Jewish money wasted! 


I am reasonably certain that neither 
the Rev. Mr. Johnson nor any of 
his associates in the National Con- 
ference of Christians and Jews, Inc., 
would dare suggest revision of teach- 
ing books of the Catholic Church. 
Any claim that textbooks in Jewish 
schools have been revised along lines 
suggested by Mr. Johnson is certainly 
not true. No textbook used in Jewish 
schools within the last ten years has, 
to the best of my knowledge, been 
subjected to such revision. Indeed, 
Jewish textbooks do not require such 
revision. On the contrary, a recently 
published report by the Rev. Dr. Leo 
Jung, questioning certain expressions 
contained in books used in some Jew- 
ish schools, was justly received with 
ridicule and with a howl of protest. 
It was the subject of vigorous criticism 
by responsible writers in the Jewish 
press and became a laughing-stock 
among authors and publishers of Jew- 
ish textbooks. 

It is true that not so long ago an 
effort was made to prevail upon the 
Union of American Hebrew Congre- 
gations to have the story of the Inqui- 
sition removed from its publications 
on Jewish history. Mind you, not re- 
vised but removed from the record. 
On whose behalf was this request 
made? Certainly Jews and Protestants 
have no reason to falsify history. 

The American Jewish Committee 
and its various subsidiary instruments, 
including the National Conference of 
Christians and Jews, Inc., are known 
to indulge in practices designed to 
deceive the public. These organiza- 
tions have always been ready to ex- 
ploit the fate and misery of the Jewish 
people for selfish gains. 

I am afraid I have digressed a bit 
from the subject of textbooks. My 
concern is with the elimination of so- 
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called anti-Semitic passages from text- 
books used in Protestant and Catholic 
schools. The story of ten years’ work 
on the part of the National Confer- 
ence of Christians and Jews, Inc., 
which appeared in various newspapers 
at the beginning of February, 1943, 
is, I am convinced, a dubious one; at 
best it was intended to serve as a pub- 
licity stunt to promote, especially 
among Jews, the illusion that the 
money spent for the creation of good- 
will toward the Jews through the in- 
tercession of the National Conference 
of Christians and Jews, Inc., yields 
desired results. A stunt that seems to 
work well with naive people. Not so 
with me. 


I did not give up my quest for in- 
formation and once more communi- 
cated with the Rev. Mr. Johnson, who I 
honestly presumed acted in good faith 
in his correspondence with me. My 
letter addressed to him on March 24, 
1943, reads: 


In your letter of March 11, 1943, you 
were good enough to tell me that in the 
Protestant Sunday Schools of the United 
States virtually no textbooks are used. 
Pamphlets and periodical material are 
substituted, hence your explanation that 
the study of materials made at Drew 
Seminary between the years 1934-35 
was confined to periodicals. As a matter 
of fact in the report which you referred 
me to entitled: “A Study of Official 
Protestant Church School Periodicals for 
Children, Young People and Adults, as 
Related to Inter-racial Inter-cultural atti- 
tudes 1934-1935 (June 1935)” refer- 
ence is made to “a recent study of official 
textbook materials for use by Protestant 
Church pupils and teachers in Church 
School classes,” which I take it, is a 
report which covers the work for the 
years 1932-33. 

I wonder whether that report could 
be made accessible to me. I can not un- 
derstand why your office should suggest 
that students interested in it seek it at 


THE FAILURE OF AN INVESTIGATION 59 


Drew University Library, which is so 
far from New York. It seems to me 
that an organization such as yours, with 
headquarters in New York City, through 
which the sponsors of the study financed 
the venture, should be provided with a 
copy of the report so that anyone within 
the City of New York, where naturally 
a large interest in it prevails, be given 
access to it. Can you tell me how I can 
get hold of that report? Is there any 
way in which the New York Public 
Library could procure it for its Reference 
Collection ? 
I should appreciate an early reply. 


On Monday, March 29, 1943, Mr. 
Johnson called me on the phone and 
suggested that I take up the matter 
with Dr. Moses Jung of the American 
Jewish Committee, who he said is in 
a position to enlighten me on the mat- 
ter. This I refused to do. I told Mr. 
Johnson that since Jews financed the 
study which he mentioned in his let- 
ters to me and since it deals with mat- 
ters affecting their welfare, I have 
good reason to expect that its content 
would, without any hesitation, be 
made available to me, so that in my 
relationship with the public I will not 
be handicapped by lack of knowledge 
of so vital a subject as the elimination 
of anti-Semitic passages from books. 
On the following day, March 30, 
1943, the Rev. Mr. Johnson wrote to 
me as follows: 

I have consulted the materials studied 
for the study made in 1934-35. I dis- 
cover that they were lesson materials in 
quarterlies and periodicals of the Protes- 
tant educational bodies of the nation. 
Therefore, any list would not be helpful 
to people today. 

If a student desired copies, he would 
simply write to Protestant publishing 
houses asking for copies of materials in 
use at that time and for similar materials 
in use today. Of course, he should spec- 
ify materials with references to those of 
other faiths. 

I am certain you will understand the 
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reasons why the original study was con- No one will gainsay the fact that 
fidential. It was the express wish of the responsible leaders of Protestant de- 


entire committee that any approach to pri ; 
writers and publishers should be made nominations, especially | those con 


only by members of the study groups. nected with the Federal Council of 
Am I still justified in assuming that the Churches of Christ in America, are 


the Rev. Mr. Johnson acted in good ‘¢ady and certainly willing to co- 
faith when he referred me to the Operate with every agency concerned 
library of Drew University, Madison, with counteracting anti-Semitic ten- 
N. J., when he knew that the “study” dencies. Their work is carried on with 
and the pertinent material are in New dignity and above board and certainly 
York? Perhaps not! without questionable or deceptive pub- 
Mr. Oswald Gerald Lawson, the licity. They are free of any influence 
Librarian at Drew University, hasbeen © financial control. 
instructed not to make available the The National Conference of Chris- 
study to any one and that applicants tians and Jews, Inc., stands convicted 
for its use should be advised to con- Of having deceived the American peo- 
sult with the National Conference of ple on the state of anti-Semitic propa- 
Christians and Jews, Inc.,or the Ameri- ganda in religious textbooks. 
can Jewish Committee. “These agen- My answer to the many inquiries 
cies are supposed to take care of any that will continue to come to me about 
further inquiries. The publications are the claims of the National Conference 
in their hands.” The Rev. Mr. John- of Christians and Jews, Inc., will have 
son, in this instance, performed an act to be terse but clear in the future. I 
of “double dealing” unworthy of any will merely reply: ““Sorry—the whole 
man of the cloth. thing was a hoax.” 


* * * 
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WORLD BROTHERHOOD 
CENTRAL DOCTRINE OF TRUE RELIGION 


This is an example of the kind of preaching which might result from the 
instructions given to fundamentalist declassed preachers by the People’s 
Institute of Applied Religion, Inc; 313 S. E. 1st St., Evansville, Indiana. 
Read Claude Williams’ article Hell-Brewers of Detroit on page 23: 


SCRIPTURES REV 07.) TEXT: GENT 22:18: 


of the earth be blessed.” 


INTRODUCTION: Ihe basic doctrine of 
true religion is the world brotherhood of 
all mankind. The basic doctrine of Nazism 
is world domination of all mankind by one 
racial group. The principal program of true 
religion is to build a world brotherhood 
by uniting all racial groups into one creative 
commonwealth. The principle program of 
Nazism is to destroy all brotherhood by 
dividing all racial groups into hating foes. 
The most effective weapon true religion has 
to build this world brotherhood is the 
Bible and its sacred teachings as set forth 
in the Old and New Testaments. The 
most hellish weapon Hitler, Mussolini and 
other tyrants are using to destroy true reli- 
gion and its Bible is persecution of the 
Jewish people, oppressing racial groups 
and destroying the religious, economic and 
political organizations of the people. 

The preachers of hate have their false 
prophets all over the world (I John 4:1). 
Before our own people fall into a ditch 
by following these blind leaders of the 
blind (Mat. 15:14) let us teach them the 
truth (John 8:32) as found in the Bible. 


I. WORLD BROTHERHOOD, MAG- 
NA CHARTA OF OLD TESTA- 
MENT. 


A world brotherhood of all mankind 
under one Father is no after-thought in 
the Bible. God had it in His plan from 
the beginning and announced it when He 
first preached the Gospel to Abraham (Gal. 
3:8). He gave a World Charter to Ab- 
raham and entered into an_ everlasting 
(Gen. 17:7) covenant with him: that “In 
thy seed shall all the nations of the earth be 
blessed” (Gen. 22:18). This charter was 
reafirmed to Isaac (Gen. 26:4), and to 
Jacob (Gen. 28:14). It was proclaimed 


“In thy seed shall all the nations 


to each of the first fathers of Israel—and of 
all believers (Rom. 4:11-17). 


Il. WORLD BROTHERHOOD, 
PROPHETIC INSIGHT OF 
OLD TESTAMENT. 

A world brotherhood under one God 
and Father of all is the central thought of 
the Old Testament. To Moses it was pro- 
claimed; ‘‘As I live, all the earth shall be 
filled with the glory of the Lord” (Num. 
14:21). The Psalmist sang, “His Judg- 
ments are in all the earth. He hath re- 
membered his covenant forever, the word 
which He commanded to a thousand gen- 
erations” (Ps. 105:7,8). The prophets 
shouted, “Look unto me and be ye saved 
ali the ends of the earth’ (Isa. 45:22) ; 
and again, “Go through, go through the 
gates; prepare ye the way of the people; 
cast up, cast up the highway; gather out 
the stones; lift up a standard for the 
people” (Isa. 62:10). The Law, and the 
Prophets, and the Psalms join in one voice: 
All families! (Gen. 12:3). All nations! 
(Isa. 66:18). All people! (Ps. 106:48). 


Il. WORLD BROTHERHOOD, 
FIRST MESSAGE OF NEW 
TESTAMENT. 


As we come to the New Testament, the 
angel continues the theme: “Behold, I 
bring you good tidings of great joy, which 
shall be to all people’ (Lu. 2:10). A 
heavenly host join the chorus: “On earth 
peace, good will toward m-e-n” (Lu. 2: 
14). Aged Simeon welcomes Jesus as the 
“light to lighten the Gentiles” (all na- 
tions) (Lu. 2:32). The Nazarene ex- 
claims, “The field is the world’ (Mat. 
13:38) and quotes: “My house shall be 
called a house of prayer for all nations” 
(Mk. 11:17). 
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IV. WORLD BROTHERHOOD, 
CENTRAL THEME OF NEW 
TESTAMENT. 


Between the accounts of the Resurrec- 
tion and the Ascension, we are told that the 
Son of Man was with the Apostles forty 
days, “speaking of the things pertaining to 
the kingdom of God” (Acts 1:3). Of 
all the things He said to them, only the 
great Commission is recorded in all four 
Gospels (Mat. 28:19, 20; Mk. 16:15; Lu. 
24:47,48; John 21:15-17). To double 
this emphasis, we have a fifth record of 
this commission in Acts: “Ye shall be my 
witnesses both in Jerusalem, and in all 
Judea, and in Samaria, and unto the utter- 
most part of the earth” (Acts 1:8). And 
to seal this emphasis, the last phrase of 
his last sentence on earth was: “Unto the 
uttermost part of the earth!” 


V. WORLD BROTHERHOOD, 
FIRST PROGRAM OF NEW 
TESTAMENT CHURCH. 


In the very first program under the Great 
Commission at Pentecost, we see the 
Apostles and men and women witnessing 
to multitudes “From every nation under 
heaven” (Acts 2:5, 6). And Peter quotes 
the Prophet Joel that this is a program for 
all flesh—for men and women, sons and 
daughters, old and young (Acts 2:16-18). 


VI. WORLD BROTHERHOOD, 
BASIC PROGRAM OF NEW 
TESTAMENT CHURCH. 


After Pentecost the rest of the New Tes- 
tament describes the execution of this 
World Charter, covenanted with Abraham, 
proclaimed in the LAW and the PROPH- 
ETS and the PSALMS, heralded by the 
Angels, made flesh by the Son of David, 
and carried out by the Apostles: (a) the 
Acts, an ever-widening activity among all 
people; (b) the twenty-one epistles an 
ever-multiplying service to new groups and 
to new brethren; and (c) the Revelation, 
a picture of a world-wide victory of “a 
great multitude, which no man could num- 
ber, of all nations, and kindreds, and 
people, and tongues” (Rev. 7:9). 
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VU. WORLD BROTHERHOOD, 
AIM OF ANY FAITH FOUND- 
ED UPON TRUE RELIGION. 


Any religion or faith, church or doctrine, 
which discriminates against any nation or 
people or tongue is not of the Bible and 
has no part or parcel in ¢rue religion. It 
is not of God and must be of evil. The 
closer we get to Pentecost and the prophets, 
the farther away we get from race discrimi- 
nation, hatred and persecution; the farther 
we get away from Pentecost and the Bible 
and Jesus and the Father of all people, the 
closer we get to race discrimination and 
hatred and persecution and to the anti- 
Christ, beasts and the hell of Nazism. 


Vil. WORLD BROTHERHOOD, 
PURPOSE OF ANY PROGRAM 
FOUNDED UPON TRUE RE- 
LIGION. 


Any program based on discrimination 
against any race, nation, people, color or 
tongue; any organization for “native-born, 
white, Gentile, Protestant, American citi- 
zens only” is anti-Christ, no matter how 
much Scripture its leader can and may 
quote. 

It is another Gospel (Gal. 1:6-9). 

It crucifies Christ afresh and puts Him 
to open shame (Heb. 6:1-6). 

Such a program may boast of wonderful 
works done in His name: 

That it has prophesied in His name and 
in the name of right. 

That it has cast out Devils (Negroes, 
Jews, Minorities) in His name and the 
name of religion. 

That it has done many wonderful works 
of patriotism and vigilance in His name 
and the name of the Elect (Mat. 7:22). 

But the voice of true religion will pro- 
fess unto them: “Depart from me ye work- 
ers of iniquity for I never knew you” (Mat. 
7:23). Preachers quote Scripture and 
breathe out hate toward minorities and the 
civil-rights and economic organizations of 
“The Common People.”’ But we are warned 
against sheep in wolves clothing (Mat. 
7:15). If any preacher is not with the 
people and speaking for them in their 
struggle for justice, he is not with God 
nor is speaking for Him in His cause. 


PERIERS TOmrHE EDITOR 


Bring it into the open 


What THE PROTESTANT in its issue of February-March 1943 states 
about the rising tide of anti-Semitism in this country,* is unfortunately true. 
I beg to set forth some evidence for this deplorable and dangerous phenomenon. 


(1) A friend of mine who works in New York among public officials 
most of whom are Irish-Catholic and connected with Tammany Hall, is the 
only person in her environment who is not violently anti-Semitic. Of course 
the anti-Semites of today were the isolationists of yesterday. But now not 
one of them is an isolationist any more, while they are all Jew-baiters. 


(2) The maid of a friend of mine in Cambridge, a kind and inoffensive 
woman of Scotch origin, astonished my friends a few weeks ago by telling 
them that the Jews were responsible for all the evils in America. 


(3) A friend of mine who lives among Italians of all conditions in Boston, 
tells me that they are all, to the last man, repeating anti-Semitic slogans. He 
himself, who two years ago told me that he could not understand why people 
were anti-Semitic, has now become a Jew-baiter. Strange to say, the Italian 
anti-Fascists are as anti-Semitic as the Fascists. They have been made to believe 
that Fascism in Italy was supported by the Jews and that the Jews got what 
they deserved when Mussolini kicked them out of Italy. The truth is that 
most of the rich Jews in Italy were Fascist as were the rich Christians, whereas 
the majority of the Jews in the middle and lower classes were anti-Fascist or 
neutral. But this is the way many people think: if a usurer is a Jew, they say 
that he is a Jew; if a usurer is a Christian, they say that he is a usurer. 


(4) A Harvard alumnus who is now serving in the American army in a 
camp in the state of Washington writes me: “I have lived with them for six 
months in different places. Most of them say that we have to teach Europe the 
meaning of democracy. This flatters their ego. But very often the talk veers 
to the most virulent anti-Semitism it has been my misfortune to hear in all 
the years I have lived here. The common accusations are re-hashed and larded 
with many peculiar to war conditions. They say: ‘It is the only good thing 
Hitler did’; ‘we ought to do the same here when it is over’. These common 
soldiers see no incongruity between their acting as preceptors of democracy 
in Europe and the extermination of Jews im the United States.” 


It seems to me that concealing this state of things is making it more wide- 


spread and more dangerous. 


GAETANO SALVEMINI 
Cambridge, Mass. 


* Mr. Salvemini refers to the editorial, Anti-Semitism Triumphant. 
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About racist prejudices 


—The following letter was sent to the editor of the Orlando Sentinel. He printed 
it but left out the parts which we have placed Between square brackets. The interesting 
thing is that the letter as printed here shows how anti-Semitism, ties in with other racist 
prejudices among which is the anti-Negro prejudice. The Orlando editor is apparently 
unwilling to expose this relationship.—Editor. 


It is credibly reported that in the past three months seventeen different 
synagogues in Brooklyn have been attacked by hoodlums. As compared with 
the wholesale slaughter of Jews in Europe, horrifying the civilized world, the 
Brooklyn outrage seems negligible. Not so. It is a symptom of an insidious 
moral disease threatening America. It is the authentic spirit of Hitler, his 
racialism, infiltrating into our body social. Indeed, we need not look as far as 
Brooklyn to find anti-Semitism. It is here among us, wide spread. [Mea culpa. 
Who of us so-called Christians has been wholly free from this ugly prejudice? 
How easy it is for us to designate aggressiveness and vulgarity as Jewish, when 
they are simply human! How easy to condemn Jews generally for the sins 
of a few, making foolish generalizations about race! How easy to forget that 
Spinoza and Mendelssohn were Jews, not to mention great living exemplars of 
Jewish culture! We are shocked by pogroms, but not by social discrimination 
and exclusion. All this may be likened to a little tongue of flame that, fanned, 
may become a conflagration. | 

Now, how put out the incipient fire? How stop the spread of Hitlerism? 
Not by condemnation merely, for that is too often emotional escapism. The 
situation calls specifically for educational reform and social action. 

[ As to education, anti-Semitism stems first from the primitive universal fear 
of those who differ, of strangers, xexophobia,—pure provincialism, unworthy 
of educated persons. Second, anti-Semitism has its roots in a racial theory wholly 
discredited by modern ethnology, namely, the notion of fixed racial character- 
istics. On the contrary, there is no such thing as pure race, simply different 
cultures. Chemistry reveals no difference between Jewish blood and Christian 
blood. It is literally true that ‘“‘He hath made of one blood, etc.” Third, this 
attitude signifies ethical infantilism, or at least moral underdevelopment. No 
true Christian can entertain or exhibit racial prejudices. Thus, education, 
secular and religious, has an extremely important role to play in the situation. } 

Social action is [also} imperative. We must put out the fire, so far as we are 
able, and meet anti-Semitism with pro-Semitism, fighting ill-will with good- 
will. [Why not go out of our way to fellowship Jews, according them all the 
rights and showing them all the courtesies we ourselves expect ?} 

Is there anti-Semitism in this otherwise delightful Orange County, in 
Orlando and Winter Park? If so, it is time not only for a vigorous protest, but 
also for some educational projects in schools and churches, and for reform in 
our personal behaviour. 

I have tried to write this in the spirit of Him, a Jew, who lived and died 
for the brotherhood of man. 

EUGENE R. SHIPPEN 
Winter Park, Fla. 
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| For The First Time In 2000 Years. : 


A Christian Group Attacks Anti-Semitism As 


A CHRISTIAN SIN- 
“The Teabable Chemicon Of The Protestant 


To Eliminate Anti-Semitic Statements in American Textbooks — 


: Copies of Bible Readings 


For Soldiers Exhausted 
_ N.C.W.C. News Service 
Washington, May 4—The latest 


rinting for Catholic. members of 


the armed forces of “My Daily 
Readings from the New Testament” 


is exhausted and has been for some 
time, and before a new printing is - 


authorized the arrangement of the 
booklet will be reviewed by Catholic 
authorities, Rt. Rev. Msgr. William 
R. Arnold, chief of Chapla ains of the 


+ United States Army said here to- 


y- 

‘This followed the 
New York of a complaint made to 
President Roosevelt by Kenneth 
‘Leslie, Editor of ‘‘The Protestant,” 
that the booklet contained a foot- 
note which the editor claimed was 
“anti-Semitic.” 

Chaplain Arnold said the Office 
has had 


of the texts made available to 


_ Protestant, Jewish and Catholic sol- 
_ diers, but has served as the channel — 


“for distributing texts presented by 


ublication in — 


: Commission of » the 


EXPOSES ANTI-SEMITISM TO_ 
THE LIGHT OF DEMOCRATIC 
ACTION. ; : 


NOW — Before America plunges 


over the abyss of physical anti- 


Semitism— 


HELP Support the work of the 


Textbook Commission 


Textbook 


Protestant. 
‘Digest, Inc., are deductible fot / 
- income tax Botosene 


Contributions to the 


eee ee teen to eee nw Seems eee esse Se wees _ 


_ the proper pofenue authorities. He | 


added that he saw no serious diffi- . 


culty to solution of the matter pre- 
sented by Mr. Leslie. 


-It is understood that the matter ~ 
- in the booklet which has drawn the 
- attack was seen by a board of chap- 


lains, including Protestants, Jews 


and Catholics, before it was dis- ». 


_ tributed and} that no objection was 
raised. It is understood, too, that 
the booklets were distributed to men 


in the armed services approximately — 
- two years ago, and that not a single © 
complaint has been received to date |. 


from any authoritative source. » 


From the Brooklyn Tablet, Official Catholic 
Publication of the Diocese of Brooklyn. 


_ JOHN HAMMOND, JR, Trustee 
591 Fifth:Avenue 
Say York, N. us 
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t herewith een § as my contribution to” 


the Textbook Commission of THE PROTESTANT. 
Name 


isc a a 
~ Please make your check pase to John Hammond, Sty 


= Trustee. 


ENEMY NUMBER ONE . 


. . and we are proud of this title bedowed on 
The Protestant by the enemies of Democracy. 


THE PROTESTANT brings te, you the Best thoughts Skeworld. 
leaders. They dare to write the truth. The truth that often tastes 
bitter. Perhaps you don't want it. You do need it. If you are 


is not reading THE PROTESTANT regulatly, you are missing some — 
of the most thoughtful contributions to world leadership. 


“THE PROTESTANT ond its editor has a unique place in the American 
Scene.” 


DR. JOHN A. MackKAY 
Princeton Theological Seminary 


“THE PROTESTANT is an able and effective combatant in the wer against 2 
anti-Semitism and other, manifestations of prejudice and reaction.” 

» FREDA KIRCHWEY  __ 

Editor, The Deca . ante 


“THE PROTESTANT is veh valuable and needed, for there has never 
been a time when it was more important to reaffirm the religious and ethical 
basis of Americanism. ... These precious possessions are threatened now not 
only by Nazis end Fascists but almost as much by other religious bodies— 
which have never accepted them at heart—and this is the time to say 50. 
More power to THE PROTESTANT and Kenneth Leslie.” 
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